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Unrrep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION OF THE 
COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS. 


APPENDIX TO HELLS CANYON HEARINGS 
April 4, 5, 6; May 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6, 1955 


(The following supplemental statement by Senator Neuberger was 
inadvertently omitted from the printed hearings of May 6, 1955.) 


STATEMENT OF HON. RICHARD L. NEUBERGER, UNITED STATES 
SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF OREGON 


Senator Neusercer. The Secretary of the Interior did not accept 
the invitation of the chairman of the subcommittee, Senator Anderson, 
to appear in person to comment on proposals in connection with S. 
1333. The Secretary, however, on May 6, did make a formal public 
announcement in the form of a news release from the Geological 
Survey, relating to the proposals enunciated by witness, W. Glen 
Sloane,on May 5. The report, released by Secretary Douglas McKay, 
represents the departmental view coming from the Geological Survey 
and said, among other things: 

Analysis of 12 principal elements and several subelements of the alternate 

plan show that only 2 definitely are feasible in the form proposed. 
Because these views are public, official, and have a bearing on the 
testimony given the subcommittee, I request that they be included in 
the record in the form as issued by the Department of the Interior 
Information Service in full, as follows: 


Stupy SHOws MouNTAIN HOME PROJECT FEASIBLE IN PRINCIPLE 


Ground-water features of the alternate plan for the Mountain Home project, 
Idaho, which would entail pumping several hundred thousand acre-feet of ground 
water yearly in the Boise Valley, are feasible in principle, but the plan would 
require substantial modification to make it practicable. This finding is in a 
Geological Survey report just released by Secretary of the Interior Douglas 
McKay. 

An investigation was made and the report prepared at the request of Secretary 
McKay following proposal of the alternate plan by W. G. Sloan, consulting 
engineer, in 1953. At the same time the Secretary requested the Bureau of 
Reclamation to investigate and report on the engineering features of the alternate 
plan. Reclamation has prepared an interim information report which recently 
was released. 

The Geological Survey report, by R. L. Nace, S. W. West, and R. W. Mower, 
entitled ‘Feasibility of Ground-Water Features of the Alternate Plan for the 
Mountain Home Project, Idaho,” concerns the availability, accessibility, and 
chemical suitability of ground water for irrigation in the Boise Valley; the 
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probable effectiveness of pumping ground water instead of installing drainage 
ditches, to accomplish drainage in the valley; the exchangeability of pumped 
water for surface water diverted from the Boise River to the Mountain Home 
project; and the relation of geologic factors in the Boise Valley and Mountain 
Home Plateau to operation of the alternate plan. 

The alternate plan proposes to irrigate 123,000 acres, or 69 percent of the 
available irrigable area on the basalt plateau south of the Boise Valley. Water 
for the Long Tom division project would be diverted from the South Fork of 
the Boise River below Anderson Ranch Dam, and for the Hillcrest division from 
the Boise River at Lucky Peak Dam. Replacement water for Boise Valley irri- 
gators would be pumped from wells in the Boise Valley and from surface flow 
of the Snake River near Marsing. 

In order to operate satisfactorily for an indefinitely long time, the Geological 
Survey report says the alternate plan must assure (1) continuous availability of 
an adequate water supply for the Mountain Home project, (2) continuous avail- 
ability of an undiminished supply of good quality irrigation water for the Boise 
Valley, and (3) widespread, effective drainage benefits to Boise Valley land. 

The general conclusion in the Geological Survey report, from detailed analysis 
of specific elements of the plan, is that the alternate plan, though feasible in 
principle, would have to be modified substantially to adapt it to limitations 
imposed by geologic factors and by the features of ground-water occurrence. 
Considerable geologic and hydrologic study would be necessary prior to con- 
struction. For example, detailed information would be needed about the return- 
flow regimen in existing drainageways, about the effects of pumping on return 
flow and on drainage problems, about the sources and actual amounts of ground- 
water recharge, about the chemical quality of all sources of water, and about 
several other specialized problems. 

The principal necessary modifications in ground-water features of the plan 
would be in the proposals to pump 225,000 to 300,000 acre-feet of ground water 
a year, and to pump this water from wells at quarter-mile intervals along exist- 
ing main canals. The Survey believes that the proposed pumping would not 
provide an undiminished water supply to Boise Valley lands, and pumping 
adjacent to canals would not provide either uniform or adequate drainage benefit 
to waterlogged lands. 

Analysis of 12 principal elements and several subelements of the alternate plan 
shows that only 2 definitely are feasible in the form proposed. The feasibility of 
2 other elements is questionable and 5 definitely are infeasible in the form pro- 
posed. Geologic and hydrologic factors that affect the three other principal 
elements are discussed in the report but conclusions about these are not reached, 
because they involve engineering and economic factors outside the scope of 
study by the Geological Survey. 

The basie data now at hand are not adequate for final appraisal of the alter- 
nate plan, modified or unmodified. Principal deficiencies in data are noted in 
the report. 

Modification of the plan would make feasible some of the questionable and 
infeasible elements, but the feasibility of other critical elements cannot yet be 
evaluated. Specifically, it cannot be assured at this time that the full amount 
of ground water actually required by a modified plan is available and economi- 
eally accessible during the irrigation season. Moreover, some ground water in 
the Boise Valley is chemically undesirable for irrigation, and it is possible that 
operation of the alternate plan would aggravate the problems of water quality. 

The alternate plan recognizes the basic general principle that ground water 
and surface water are really two components of a single resource—water. 
Failure to develop and manage the two parts effectively is the root of the 
drainage problem in the Boise Valley. The alternate plan, in principle, proposes 
total water management that would turn nuisance ground water into an asset 
for beneficial use. At the same time, by excluding the part of the valley north 
of the river, the plan fails to recognize that the entire valley is a hydrologic unit. 
The plan also would seek to furnish usable water and drain wet land by pumping 
wells at sites selected arbitrarily, without considering natural geologic and 
topographic factors that would control the effects of pumping. 

The pattern of well installations proposed in the alternate plan, the construc- 
tion characteristics of wells, and the amount of ground-water pumpage all would 
have to be modified. These modifications would change the basis for computing 
the cost of well construction and pumping, water delivery, and drainage benefits, 
and other elements of the plan. 

The alternate plan treats the drainage problem in the Boise Valley as an 
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emergency. Though the drainage situation is bad and is gradually worsening, 
this “emergency” has existed for more than 30 years. No need is apparent for 
a “erash” program, initiated without adequate data and without reasonable as- 
surance that the overall plan, even though extensively modified, is feasible. The 
effects of ground-water pumping on long-term water-level trends or on the flow 
of drains cannot be forecast with reasonable accuracy at this time. Inasmuch 
as water rights have been established on drain-ditch water within and beyond 
the exchange area, there is likewise no basis for estimating the degree of ad 
justment and exchange of water rights that may become necessary within the 
foise Valley. Difficult negotiations would be necessary, prior to construction, 
to arrange for shifting points of diversion and to gain acceptance of substitute 
water supplies. Obviously, it would be necessary to assure present water users 
of a supply that is adequate in quantity, suitable in quality, economically acces 
sible, and capable of eflicient delivery where it is needed. The alternate plan 
in its initial form does not provide such assurance. 

Unresolved major water problems at the heart of the alternate plan are in 
three principal categories, namely, (1) the amount of ground water that actu 
ally must be pumped to replace live surface water and return water, (2) the 
amount of ground water that is available and accessible year after year, and 
(3) the chemical suitability of the ground water and the water-management 
practices necessary to forestall an unfavorable salt balance. The amount of 
replacement water that would have to be pumped can be estimated only crudely, 
within possible maximum limits. Availability of the water seems probable, 
but there is reasonable doubt of the accessibility of the full amount within the 
exchange area. Only the general dimensions of the chemical-quality problem 
are established. Until the problems in these categories are resolved, effective 
operation of the alternate plan for an indefinitely long time cannot be assured. 

An intensive hydrologic study alone would not completely resolve all major 
problems because not all the unknown and indeterminate variables in the water 
equation could ‘be eliminated. Nevertheless, attack upon the problem is not 
necessarily at an impasse. Intensive study and observation, along with partial 
execution of the alternate plan, probably would lead to a solution. 

Pending publication as a water-supply paper, typewritten copies of the Geo 
logical Survey report may be examined at the following places: 209 Fidelity 
Building, Boise, Idaho; 429 Federal Building, Boise, Idaho: office of State 
reclamation engineer, State House, Boise, Idaho; 204 Federal Building, Idaho 
Falls, Idaho: 1001 Northeast Lloyd Boulevard, Portland 14, Oreg.; and 508 
Federal Building, Salt Lake City 1, Utah. 


MATERIAL PRESENTED IN CONNECTION WITH HEARINGS AT BOISE, 
IDAHO, APRIL 4, 1955 


(The following statements were received : ) 


STATEMENT IN OPPOSITION OF THE ABERDEEN LOCAL FARM BUREAU TO THE SEN- 
ATE SUBCOMMITTEE ON RECLAMATION AND IRRIGATION AT THE HEARING IN BOISE 
ON AprIL 4, 1955, SignNep ny Ep PHILLIPS, CHAIRMAN; GorpoN Torvs, Vict 
CHAIRMAN ; F. D, Westover, SECRETARY-TREASURER 


We the members of the Aberdeen Local Farm Bureau wish to make our po- 
sition clear concerning the development of the Hells Canyon area of the Snake 
River. 

We are vitally concerned for our irrigation rights, and we believe that the 
State of Idaho should have control of water rights in Idaho. 

Private enterprise is the main source of the tax structure in Idaho, and we 
favor development of our natural resources wherever practical and feasible by 
private enterprise. 

We believe that regardless of development of Hells Canyon all present and 
future upstream water rights on the Snake River and Snake River drainage 
should be rigidly protected. 

We favor abiding by the decision of the Federal Power Commission in this 
matter. 

Ep PHILLIPS, 
Chairman. 
GORDON TOEVS, 
Vice Chairman. 
F. D. WESTOVER, 
Secretary Treasurer. 
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STATEMENT OF THE ABERDEEN-SPRINGFIELD CANAL Co., SIGNED BY T. S. VANDER- 
FORD, VICE PRESIDENT 


The Aberdeen-Springfied Canal Co. hereby reaffirms its position in the matter 
of Government-built Hells Canyon Dam. This company is charged with the 
responsibility of delivering irrigation water to 63,000 acres of land and for this 
reason we are unalterably opposed to any river development program that will 
in any way jeopardize or interfere with our established water rights. AS we 
see it, the Government-built Hells Canyon Dam would be strictly a power dam 
and no benefits would be realized for irrigation anywhere. We think that irri- 
gation should be a primary consideration in any Federal expenditures and 
that dams should be built upstream as far as possible. The proposed high 
dam at Hells Canyon would be situated below any Idaho irrigation project 
and that any water impounded there would have no use as far as Idaho irri- 
gation is concerned. 

If any development is made in this stretch of Snake River, it should be done 
as economically as possible, as soon as possible and so as to protect all interests 
concerned. There is now pending an application to develop a series of dams along 
this region by private enterprise—not taxpayers’ money—under the jurisdic- 
tion of State laws which protect the interests of the holders of water rights on 
the river. Private development can begin developing the river immediately and 
would supply much-needed power many years sooner than the Government-built 
high dam. Private development of the river would return many millions of 
dollars annually to Federal, State and local governments while the Federal 
plan would pay no taxes. The application for development of this part of 
Snake River by private enterprise is now in the hands of the Federal Power Com- 
mission after hearings in which everyone was heard. We believe that Congress 
should wait for the decision by this Commission. 

The people under the Aberdeen-Springfield Canal Co. project are dependent 
on agriculture for a living and irrigation water is the lifeblood of agriculture. 
We are strongly opposed to the Government-built Hells Canyon Dam which will 
jeopardize the lifeblood of the people in this area. 

T. S. VANDERFORD, Vice President. 


STATEMENT OF ADA COUNTY DEMOCRATIC CENTRAL COMMITTEE, SIGNED BY 
RicHarD W. BUNTING, CHAIRMAN 


I would like to submit the following reasons for the support by the Ada County 
Democratic Central Committee of the High Federal Hells Canyon Dam 

Idaho is the economic stepchild of the Far West. Our population growth of 
12.1 percent in the decade 1940-50 was, with 1 exception, the smallest of any 
Far Western State, lagging even behind the national average of 14.5 percent and 
hardly to be compared with the 53.3 percent increase in California, 25.2 percent 
in Utah, 50.1 percent in Arizona, 45.2 percent in Nevada, or 39.6 percent increase 
in the population of Oregon. Our per capita income in 1952 of $1,438 was also 
below the national average of $1,639, and was the lowest of any Far Western 
State. Our neighboring State of Nevada had a per capita income of $2,250, in 
Oregon the per capita income was $1,733, in California $2,032, and in Mon- 
tana $1,697. 

The development by either the Federal Government or a private power com- 
pany of Hells Canyon will not, of itself, increase Idaho’s population or per capita 
income to a more desirable level in relation to our neighboring States. Idaho 
must look to the comprehensive development of all her resources, not just 1 
project in 1 area, if she is to obtain a reasonable income for her people and a 
future for their children. 

It is unfortunate, indeed, that this controversy must become a battle between 
exponents of private industry and Federal power development. Idaho must have 
both. Low cost Federal power will undoubtedly lead to the introduction of in- 
dustry in Idaho, as it has in every other State in which it has been made avail- 
able and as indicated by the population increases and high per capita income of 
our neighboring States already receiving the benefits to be derived from low cost 
public power. 

Power alone, however, is not the only consideration. Of equal and perhaps 
even more importance to Idaho is the development of the Mountain Home reclu- 
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mation project. No private utility company is going to use the revenue from 
dams they build in Hells Canyon, or anywhere else, to finance the irrigation of 
this desert. Such is not the case if the high Federal dam is constructed. It is 
not our proposal here to enter into the problems of agriculture economy. It is 
enough to point out that the natural increase in population will lead to a complete 
reversal of the present problem of farm surpluses in a very few years, it Seems 
of vital importance to begin now the development of major food-producing areas, 
such as Mountain Home project, to meet this pending demand. 

The rest of the Nation is perhaps not interested in the population growth or 
per capita income of Idaho, particularly in relation to the spending of millions 
of dollars of Federal funds. However, every State will benefit if the per capita 
income of Idaho as a result of the comprehensive development of Idaho resources 
is substantially raised. They will benefit in two ways, first through the ability 
of Idaho residents to buy more products from other States, and secondly through 
the increases in Idaho products available for sale in other States. 

We have heard much of the cry “Watch your headgates.” Idaho must have 
water for present and future irrigation projects, and that water must be pro 
tected. No matter who develops the Hells Canyon area they will have to operate 
under our Federal Constitution and upstream water rights are subservient to 
that Constitution, this fact cannot be changed except by amendment of the Con- 
stitution. Under the proposed Hells Canyon Dam bill upstream water rights are 
protected as far as they can be under the Constitution. No one has ever found 
any specific weakness, nor proposed any improvement, in those water-right 
provisions. 

Idaho, to supplement the cry of “Watch your headgates” must be equally firm 
in demanding comprehensive development of all resources. Idaho cannot afford 
to give away her waterpower resources unless she can in connection with that 
receive the development of her arid land. She cannot allow the two problems 
to be separated. 

Yours very truly, 
Apa CouNTy DEMOCRATIC CENTRAL COMMITTEE, 
RicHarD W. BuntTine, Chairman. 


STATEMENT OF ALPHA GRANGE No. 368, CASCADE, IDAHO, SIGNED BY 
DAN JONES, MASTER 


The interests of the people of Idaho will be benefited to a greater extent 
should private enterprise be granted permission to develop the power of the 
Snake River as opposed to the Federal Government building Hells Canyon Dam, 
while at the same time the interests of the people of other States will not be 
encroached upon. 

Further, it is our belief that to safeguard the free and democratic form of 
government which we so highly prize, private enterprise should be allowed to 
function whenever possible. 

Dan Jones, Master. 
LUCILLE LLotp, Secretary 


STATEMENT OF THE AMERICAN FALLS FARM BUREAU, OF AMERICAN FALLS, IDAHO, 
SIGNED BY Roy E. TAYLOR, CHAIRMAN 


We fully support the 1955 policies of the Idaho Farm Bureau Federation and 
the American Farm Bureau Federation pertaining to the development of water 
resources for electric power production, for irrigation, and for flood control. 
Namely, that the entry of the Federal Government into these projects should 
Le restricted to those instances where private enterprise, either by cooperatives 
or by nonecooperatives, is unwilling or unable to do the job. 

We oppose the socializing of electric power and the Federal domination of 
water resource development because they are against the American system of 
free enterprise. The primary duty of the State and Federal Governments in 
these projects is to protect the irrigation rights of farmers. State governments 
should provide legislation to require that private power utilities assume responsi- 
bility for the adequate development of power facilities and to regulate retail 
and wholesale kilowatt rates in a nondiscriminatory manner. 
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It is also our stand that the 19,000 pages of testimony already presented before 
the Federal Power Commission is adequate and complete enough for them to 
render a decision on the Hells Canyon issue. Any further meetings for the 
purpose of procuring additional testimony is repetitious and a waste of tax 
dollars 

Roy E. Tayior, Chairman, 


STATEMENT OF ASHTON LOCAL OF THE IDAHO FARM BUREAU FEDERATION, ASHTON, 
IDAHO, SIGNED BY MARTIN J. BERGMAN, PRESIDENT 


At a regular meeting of the Ashton local of the Idaho Farm Bureau Federation 
it was voted unanimously that this body go on record as opposing the Govern- 
ment building the Hells Canyon Dam on the Snake River at or near the ldaho- 
Oregon line. 

We feel that private capital is available, ready, and willing to develop the 
water resources of the Snake River at this point. 

MARTIN J. BERGMAN, President. 
Rospert I. RANKIN, Secretary. 


STATEMENT OF JOHN BALDRIDGE, ELECTRICIAN, PAYETTE, IDAIIO 


The production and use of electricity is of intense concern to me as a citizen 
of our Nation; as a lifetime resident of Idaho; and, as a business whose object 
is to enable our customers to utilize electrical energy, regardless of by whom 
produced. 

I would like to make the occasion of the April 4 hearing at Boise, Idaho, to 
urge you to consider it your duty to aid in an early decision on the matter of 
a dam or dams on the lower Snake River. It is contrary to the best interests of 
our area and our Nation to subscribe to further delay a decision. 

The construction of a large, high dam, which preempts water rights upstream 
is not in the best interest of people in the Snake River area; and our whole 
country must suffer to the same degree that this area would suffer from ill 
advised tactics, designed to impose upon us political theories which are contrary 
to our beliefs. 


STATEMENT BY GEORGE BARRETT, CALDWELL, IDAHO 


[ am opposed to the construction by the Federal Government of the high Hells 
Canyon Dam as proposed in the several bills now before Congress. 

Such an undertaking by the Federal Government when private capital is will- 

ng and anxious to develop the same power potentialities is contrary to the 
fundamental principles and traditions of our Republic. It would be an act 
of denial and repudiation of the competitive free enterprise system to which we 
we all that America now is. 

I am opposed to the high dam as its construction would be wasteful of both 
time and money. Its huge investment and the proverbial inefficiency of govern- 
mental management would necessitate an actual overall cost far higher than 
competitive private power. 

I am further opposed to the proposed development because of the general 
welfare clause of the Constitution and the theory of the paramount right of the 
Federal Government. The exercise of those powers would be but a question of 
time and condition and would result in the total destruction of the great agri- 

ultural empire that now is southern Idaho. 


STATEMENT OF JOHN Baty, MASTER, FAIRVIEW GRANGE, BUHL, IDAHO. 


I am a farmer at Buhl, Idaho. I have a farm of 120 acres which I have paid 
for by 20 years of hard work. This farm is my means of making a living, 
supporting my wife and children, and which I hope will secure their future. 
But this security depends on the water right which I possess of the Snake River. 
Anything that can ever harm that right is a threat to my future and that of my 
children. I do not want a Federal controlled high dam at Hells Canyon, which 
is controlled by a group of men in Washington, D. C. 


Rapti A sy 
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I pay taxes on my land to support my Government and my schools. I do not 
want to have these taxes used to build a dam to generate cheap power for 
industry, when a private taxpaying company could do the job. Our country is 
now in debt too deep. We need private taxpaying companies—not tax spending 
Government-controlled dams. I think industry should pay for electricity from 
taxpaying companies the same as I do. 

My farm was at one time just a part of the natural resources of our country 
I developed it and now help to support the country of which it is a part. Let 
private industry develop our rivers and in turn, through taxes, help support 
this country of ours. 

Dams built with taxpayers’ dollars and supported with taxpayers’ dollars 
are only drones. Let private industry build them and they will be workers 
Our country has become great through private enterprise. Let us keep it that 
way. Let us have a Government to govern—not to compete unfairly with our- 


selves. 


STATEMENT OF GEORGE BAXTER, BAXTER & Co., BUHL, IDAHO 


My name is George Baxter, I am in the real estate business in Buhl, Idaho 
I am attending this meeting as a citizen of Idaho and also have been authorized 
to present a protest voiced by the Buhl Chamber of Commerce which was passed 
at our meeting Monday March 28. I shall read that protest a little later. 

In about the year of 1937 or 1938 I attended a hearing at Pocatello, Idaho, on 
the CVA something like this hearing, and at that time I testified that I thought 
the Government should develop the power and distribute it. But I realized later 
that I had been very badly misinformed. I believed the facts have been brought 
out at the year-long hearing conducted by the Federal Power Commission. The 
legal staff of the Federal Power Commission has recommended that it be done 
by a private’ company, and I heartily agree. A private company would not be 
allowed to interfere with the upstream water rights, which is so essential to the 
development of the State of Idaho. 

The dams if constructed by a private company would bring in a lot of tax 
money and they would be compelled to help us pay a part of the taxes that is 
bearing on us so hard. I feel this hearing is a gross waste of the taxpayers 
money and the individual’s time and gasoline to come to it, because it is being 
held out of the region which will be the most affected by it. 

The hearings conducted as they are at Lewiston, Pasco, and Portland does 
not give a true consensus of opinion of the people in the area. 

I now wish to present the protest from our Buhl Chamber of Commerce 


STATEMENT OF C, S. BEEBE, RURAL FREE DELIveRY 1, Boise, IDAHO 


Botse, Ipano, April 4, 1955 
COMMITTEE ON INTERNAL AND INSULAR AFFAIRS. 


GENTLEMEN: At the request of a client who is the owner of a very old wate 
right in the Boise Valley, paid-for storage rights in Arrow Rock Dam and a 
purchaser of storage rights in Anderson Ranch Dam, herewith is offered for 
your consideration copies of documents disclosing an attack on the basic form of 
the government of Idaho by a large segment of the people and forces behind 
what is known as Hells Canyon Association and other advocates of the plan to 
have the Government build a high dam in the Snake River canyon between Ore 
gon and Idaho. 

This offer consists of: 

1. Complete copy of a proposed initiative on file in the office of the Idah 
Secretary of State, and including an annotated analysis of the said initiative 

2. A copy of the Articles of Incorporation of Idaho Citizens Legislative 
Committee, Inc., on file in the same office. 

3. A copy of letter of instruction to the cireulators of the said 
initiative. 

4. General Statement linking the documents. 

It is only by considering these documents together in a 10-minute examina 
tion as follows: 

(a) Paragraph 1, section 8, page 16 of the booklet, 











952 HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 


(b) All of sections 16 and 17 of the booklet, 
(c) The underscored portions of the articles of incorporation that such 
an attack becomes evident and a complete study reveals the plan in full. 
Additional copies may be had for members of the committee if desired. 
C. S. BrEese, Attorney. 


THE PUBLIC POWER INITIATIVE 


In an effort to provide factual material—as distinguished from opinion— 
there is submitted herewith a documented presentation of the “public power” 
initiative proposal, a program linked to the so-called Hells Canyon issue be- 
cause many of the same proponents appear in each. 

These documents consist of a copy of the initiative petition to put Idaho into 
business, a copy of the articles of incorporation of a corporation sponsoring 
the initiative, and a copy of the letter of instructions issued by this corporation 
to circulators of petitions. 

In the booklet with the proposed initiative is a partial analysis of the pro- 
posal. This must stand or fall in your judgment, as it is checked by you against 
the initiative petition itself. This is the only part of the attached material that 
was not prepared by the sponsors of the initiative. 

The initiative is some 6,000 words in length, and it has been suggested by 
someone who has studied it carefully that a recommended procedure would 
be to read these documents in this order: Paragraph 1, section 8, page, page 16 of 
the booklet ; all of section 16; all of section 17; and the articles of incorporation. 

This material is submited without partisan political implications of any kind 
and only in the hope that there may be more thorough and widespread under- 
standing of the movement. 


Know all men by these presents that we, the undersigned, being natural per- 
sons of full age and citizens of the United States, this day have voluntarily asso- 
ciated ourselves for the purpose of forming a nonprofit cooperative association 
under and pursuant to the laws of the State of Idaho and we hereby certify as 
follows: 


ARICLE I. NAME 


The name of this corporation shall be Idaho Citizens Legislative Committee, 
Inc. 
ARTICLE II 
Not for profit 
ARTICLE III. DURATION 


The period of existence of this corporation shall be perpetual 
ARTICLE IV. PURPOSE 


The objects and purposes of this corporation are: 

(a) To encourage through legislation and otherwise, and promote the develop- 
ment of the resources of the State of Idaho by providing for cheap public power 
and communication systems, and otherwise. 

(b) To protect the water resources of Idaho from exploitation by private in- 
terests contrary to the public welfare. 

(c) To conserve and protect the water and other resources of Idaho and to 
promote and encourage their full and comprehensive utilization for the benefit 
of all the people. 

(d) To encourage and foster private enterprise by bringing to Idaho great 
new economic progress through the full development and utilization of the hydro- 
electric and other resources of the area. 

(ec) To take, hold and manage property, real and personal, and to receive gifts 
for the above purpose, including cost of operation of this corporation. 


ARTICLE V. STOCK 


This corporation shall have no capital stock. 
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ARTICLE VI. REGISTERED OFFICE 


The principal place of business and registered office of this corporation shall 
be Boise, Idaho, until otherwise changed by the board of directors at any meet 
ing of said board by a vote of majority of board members present at such meeting 


ARTICLE VII. DIRECTORS 


The management and control of this corporation shall be vested in a board 
of directors of said organization, which shall number five, and as many more 
as may he provided by the bylaws. 


ARTICLE VIII 


The officers shall be elected by the board of directors, and their duties and 
powers shall be such as are vested in them by the board of directors. 


ARTICLE IX. MEMBERSHIP 


The board of directors may establish and set up as many types of membership 
in this corporation as they may at any annual meeting decided upon. Evidence 
of membership in this organization may be shown by such means as the board 
of directors hereof may decide from year to year. The rights and interests of 
all members shall be equal and no member can have or acquire greater interest 
than any other member. 

ARTICLE X. BYLAWS 


This corporation, acting through its board of directors, may adopt such bylaws 
as they may deem expedient or necessary for the conduct of this corporation’s 
business, and to carry out its purposes. Such bylaws may be amended by a 
majority vote of the board of directors at any regularly called meeting or by 
a majority of those present at any annual meeting of the corporation. 


ARTICLE XI. INCORPORATORS 


The names and post office addresses of the incorporators who shall constitute 
the board of directors and officers of this corporation for the first year as follows: 

Asher B. Wilson, Twin Falls, Idaho, chairman and director; Elmer F. Me- 
Intire, Boise, Idaho, secretary and treasurer; J. G. Bowers, Nampa; C. A. Harder, 
Buhl; Frank Atkins, Buhl. 

In witness whereof we have hereunto set our hands this 28th day of Novem 
ber 1953. 

(Then their signatures were affixed and notarized.) 


IDAHO CITIZENS LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE, IN« 
Boise, Idaho 
To CIRCULATOR OF INITIATIVE PETITION. 

Signers of petition must be registered voters in county where petition is 
circulated; signer must give residence, if living in city or town, or rural route 
number if in country as well as name of post office through which signer re 
ceives mail. 

This petition should be signed by all qualified Idaho citizens who believe tele- 
phone rates are too high; and/or who are interested in a reduction in their elec- 
tric-power bills, as well as the orderly development of the water resources of 
Idaho. 

This initiative, when passed, will give the citizens of Idaho the privilege of 
establishing telephone lines as well as powerlines and operate same, through 
local municipalities, as and when the privately owned public utility corpora- 
tions charge excessive rates for their services. 

Payment for construction and operation of such publicly owned electric and 
communication (phone) facilities, including transportation lines, will be made 
from income from use of power and phone facilities by Idaho’s citizens. 

The Idaho Power and the Utah Power Co.’s charge approximately 40 per- 
cent more than is charged citizens of our sister State of Washington who are 
served with power owned by the public and also by private power companies, in 
competition, whose rates are approximately the same. 
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Idaho citizens can have the same rates as Washington citizens through pas 
Sage and proper use of this proposed initiative. 

Our Idaho Power and Communications Commission, when established through 
this initiative, will protect our irrigation water in Idaho’s rivers, and put the 
waters to proper use in an efficient and economical manner; and the benefits 
our citizens will receive will be secure and will include economic development, 
production, and distribution of electric energy and communication (phones) for 
all of Idaho’s citizens. 

More than 60 percent of Idaho’s citizens cannot afford a phone; and more 
of the remaining 40 percent are being drained of their cash by excessive phone 
charges 

Communications (phones) and generation and utilization of electric energy 
are so interlocked that the combination becomes one unit in the economie life of 
Idaho’s citizens. 

The economic operation of these utilities will not only make a saving of 40 
percent on the monthly bills, but will pay construction costs, in 25 years, al 
though provision in this initiative is for as much as a 50-year payout on cost of 
construction. 

Forty years ago Idaho’s citizens were voting to take over domestic water sys- 
tems in the cities and towns of Idaho; now most cities and towns would shudder 
at thought of a private ownership of this utility. The only place where private 
utilities today own the domestic waterworks in Idaho is where such utility 
corporations dominate the community, the burden of which its cities are still 
bearing. 

Public or private power, developed economically and sold at a cheap price, 
will permit the development of Idaho’s vast phosphate beds. Farmers will then 
get phosphate cheaper; industries will come to Idaho, creating year-round work 
for labor; more of our agriculture products will be used in Idaho; more money 
will be left in Idaho to benefit Idaho merchants and others. 

Idaho’s Governor Jordan and other private power advocates have been espous- 
ing control by the States of their water and related resources. 

Here is the initiative that will do just that; and the State of Idaho will be 
doing it through the Idaho Power and Communications Development Commis- 
sion, which the citizens will elect as they do their governor and other state 
officials; and 

Through this nonpartisan commission, development may be had, or delegation 
to municipalities given for such construction and operation, bringing the con- 
trol and operation down to the grassroots, as it were. 

All citizens and officers of the State, the counties, and municipalities and of 
the quasi-municipalities undoubtedly will wholeheartedly join in giving the 
citizens of Idaho the right to express themselves by signing and making it pos- 
sible for this initiative to be on the ballot at Idaho’s next general election on 
November 2, 1954. 

You, the one who circulates this petition for others to sign, when all signa- 
tures are completed, must appear before a notary public and certify to your 
having circulated this petition; then 

You, the one who circulated the petition, must take it to the clerk of the dis- 
trict court at the courthouse in the county where you circulated the petition 
and he will check the polling lists to make sure that the signers are registered 
voters; he will certify to his finding and you will then mail the petition to 

ASHER B. WILSON, 
Chairman, 
ELMER F.. MCINTYRE, 
Secretary-Treasurer. 


THE PROPOSED ELECTRIC POWER AND COMMUNICATIONS’? 
INITIATIVE MEASURE AND WHAT IT MEANS TO YOU 


FOR THE INFORMATION OF THE CITIZENS OF IDAHO 


In the hope that there may be full and complete understanding of the initiative 
petition seeking to put the State of Idaho in the electric power and communica- 
tion business, the following analysis has been prepared. 


‘The proposed bill does not define communications but obviously include telephone and 
telegraph companies, radio and television stations, ete. 


~via £ 
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The petition itself, in the exact form in which it is being circulated, is printed 
in full following the analysis, so that reference to the text may be readily made. 

if the sponsors of the initiative act obtain a sufficient number of signatures 
prior to July 2, 1954, the act will appear on the ballot at the general election, 
November 2, 1954, and if approved by the voters would become the law of Idaho 
on December 2, 1954, and the $200,000 appropriated under the terms of the act 
would be made available from State funds. 


IDAHO STATE CHAMBER OF CoMMERCE, Boise, Idaho. 


An ANALYSIS OF THE PROPOSED INITIATIVE ELECTRIC POWER 
AND COMMUNICATIONS BIL! 


This proposed initiative bill would completely socialize the power and com 
munications industries in the State of Idaho [secs. 1 and 5]. It would create 
2 new State commission to take over not only the electric power industry, but 
also telephone and telegraph systems; radio, television, and conceivably could 
include newspapers and news services in the State of Idaho. 


4 NEW SUPER STATE DEPARTMENT WOULD BE CREATED 


The bill would create a new and additional department of the State, known as 
the Idaho Power and Communications Development Commission, to consist of 
5 members [see. 2(1)]. No qualifications for the office of commissioner are 
required and commissioners need only be “citizens of the United States and 
qualified electors of the State of Idaho” [sec. 2(2)]. With no qualification 
requirements and an election under a nonpartisan system, the number of indi- 
viduals who might run for election as commissioners is only restricted by the 
number of qualified electors of the State of Idaho. 

Each member would receive a salary of $7,000 a year, plus expenses, and the 
bill contains an immediate appropriation of $200,000 “for meeting the initial 
expenses of the commission” [see. 11(3) ]. 


POWERS OF THE COMMISSION ALMOST UNLIMITED 


The following are only a few of the powers of the proposed commission, as 
set forth in section 7 of the bill: 

Acquire by purchase, condemnation by eminent domain, or otherwise, any 
real and personal property (including lands and water rights) which the com- 
mission deems appropriate to carry out the purposes of the act. 

Inter on any lands for surveying; and utilize all roads, streets, alleys, bridges, 
and publicly owned lands. 

Construct, improve, extend, operate, and maintain power and communications 
systems. 

Borrow money and incur indebtedness, and issue bonds, notes, 
evidences of debt. 

Iixercise other powers, even though not enumerated in the bill, necessary to 
carry out the purposes of the act. 

Section 17 provides that “this act is intended to provide for the exercise of all 
of the legislative authority made available under the constitution, but shall not 
be construed as being otherwise limited thereby” [sec. 17(1)]. And “except as 
otherwise provided in this act, the authority of the commission shall not be 
restricted by any other law” [sec. 17(4) ]. 


or other 


MANDATORY SOCIALIZATION OF POWER AND COMMUNICATIONS 
IN THE STATE OF IDAHO 


The bill is mandatory in its terms. It provides that to realize the objectives 
set forth “requires that electric energy and communications be produced and 
transmitted by the State of Idaho and distributed through locally controlled 
inunicipal and other public agencies” [sec. 1]. 

The proposed new commission is not only authorized, but “directed to acquire 
by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise,” any or all properties of privately 
owned electric public utilities, and communications facilities [sec. 5(1) |. 
Within 1 year, the commission “shall submit to the Governor a report contain- 
ing a proposed schedule for acquiring and taking over the operation of any or 
all such properties, which may be acquired in such units, at such time «ind in 
such manner as the commission deems advantageous” [sec. 5(2) and (3)]. Why 
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such a report is provided for is not clear, as, under the proposed bill, neither the 
Governor nor any other agency of the State would have any control whatsoever 
over the proposed commission in its acquisition of all electric public utility and 
communications facilities in the State of Idaho. 


ORGANIZATION OF THE COMMISSION 


The first commissioners would be appointed by the Governor, to serve until 
the next general election, at which time 5 commissioners would be elected for 
terms of 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 years, respectively, 1 commissioner’s term expiring every 
year [sec. 2(3) ]. 

CONFUSION AS TO TERMS OF OFFICE 


The bill provides that the term of each commissioner shall be for 5 years 
[sec, 2(2)]. However, elections are held only every 2 years, so that 3 of the 5 
commissioners’ terms would expire in odd years when no elections are held 
{sec. 2(4)]. The end result would be 2 commissioners elected at one time, with 
the other 3 commissioners elected 2 years later—and the 5-year terms of all 5 
commissioners would expire in years in which there is no election to replace them. 

The foregoing confused procedure would be repeated ad infinitum, and give 
rise to continuous political strife and litigation. 


COMMISSIONERS NOT SUBJECT TO REMOVAL—-ALL OTHER EMPLOYEES ARE 


While the bill contains no provisions by which a commissioner can be removed 
once elected he is there for 5 years—all other employees of the commission may 
be removed at any time, for or without cause, at the pleasure of the commission. 
The bill provides that all officers, agents, attorneys, and all other employees shall 
be appointed by the commission “without regard to the provisions of civil service 
and retirement laws applicable to other employees of the State,” and “may be 
removed in the discretion of the commission” [sec. 8(3) ]. 


NO RESPONSIBILTY OR ACCOUNTABILITY 


To make matters worse, the commission does not have to exercise its broad 
and sweeping powers itself (i. e., by its own official action), but need only “direct” 
the exercise of such powers by others. Except for the bringing of lawsuits to 
condemn property and the execution of power and communications contracts, 
the bill specifically provides that the commission “may delegate and authorize 
the redelegation of any authority granted by this act” [sec. 8(1) ]. 

Further, the bill provides that “Three commissioners shall constitute a quorum” 
[sec. 8(4)]. A majority vote of the full commission would not even be necessary 
to take over property, bring lawsuits to condemn property, issue bonds, fix power 
and communication rates, or perform any of the other powers which the bill 
provides. In the event of 2 vacancies or the absence of 2 members, a vote of 
2 commissioners is all that would be required to exercise any or all powers of 
the commission under the act. 

With regard to bonds and indebtedness, section 12(9) provides that “neither 
the members of the commission nor any person executing the bonds or notes shall 
be liable personally on the bonds or note or be subject to any personal liability 
or accountability by reason of the issuance thereof.” 

This is the type of organization that citizens of Idaho would have to depend 
upon for their power and communications services under the socialistic, spoils- 
system program provided for in the so-called power and communications develop- 
ment bill. 

DEBT OF OVER $200 MILLION IS INVOLVED 


From the records of the Idaho Public Utilities Commission and other available 
sources the Idaho properties of the electric and telephone companies which 
would be among those taken over under this bill represent an invested capital 
of approximately : 


moeteas Domer seme elens. a5 a5 ts al Seas $190, 836, 000 


Telephone companies___.____~ pol te a AEE 41, 822, 000 
I Nick till ai atin di nists cables ns loonie stetb ich elie Dies a Cos eee oe deem 232, 658, 000 


As of December 31, 1953, the State of Idaho was debt free. The sponsors of this 
bill ask you to vote to have the State go into debt for over $232,600,000 to embark 
upon their socialistic program. 


a urate. ~ 
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AN ANNUAL LOSS OF TAXES ESTIMATED IN EXCESS OF $12 MILLION 


The 1953 tax bill of the power and communications industries for payment to 
the State of Idaho, to local subdivisions, and in irrigation and drainage refunds 
to farmers, are estimated as follows: 


State of Idaho, including cities, counties, schools, roads, ete_.._.____-- $5, 800, 000 
Irrigation and drainage tax refunds__._._-__-__-_-__~~- eo ee eae 200, 000 


Total State and local taxes_____- Siatkipli-al ta ienksatetncds 6, 000, 000 


In addition to local taxes, these industries also paid Federal income and other 
taxes estimated in excess of $6 million in 1953, making a total tax bill of over 
$12 million in a single year. 

Under the proposed bill these properties, to be taken over and operated by 
the Idaho Development Commission, would pay no taxes at all. 

Idaho citizens and taxpayers, of course, will make up the tax deficit. The tre- 
mendous tax loss would raise havoc with school districts and seriously affect 
cities, counties and State revenues. 


NO RESTRICTION TO STATE OF IDAHO 


The commission is granted the power to exercise any authority outside of the 
State of Idaho, with the exception of the power of eminent domain (sec. 7 (14) ) 
With this grant of authority the commission could construct and purchase facil- 
ities outside the State of Idaho, and sell power and communication facilities to 
any persons, firms or agencies that the commission desired to sell it to, without 
regard to territorial limitations. 


RATES FOR POWER AND COMMUNICATION SERVICI 


Under the proposed bill, rates for power and communications service must be 
kept at high enough levels to produce revenues “at least sufficient to recover the 
costs, including debt service (i. e., to repay principal and interest) and deprecia- 
tion * * * and to provide working capital and necessary reserves” (sec. 3 (2) ). 
Power and communications service contracts must contain provisions for the 
adjustment of rates “not less frequently than once in every 5 years” (sec. 3 (4) ). 

The biggest “joker” in the entire bill, however, is section 12 (6) (b), which 
provides that the bonds issued by the Commission may contain provisions fixing 
“the rentals, rates, fees, and other charges to be charged, and the amounts to be 
raised in each year thereby, and the use and disposition of the revenues.” These 
provisions ‘‘shall be a part of the contract with the holders of the bonds” (sec. 
12 (6) ). 

So in any event the bondholders will not lose. Nobody can lose—except the 
ratepayer—and the taxpayer. 


POWER TO INCUR DEBT AND ISSUE BONDS 


The commission may issue bonds merely by passing a resolution (sec. 12 (1) ). 
No other formality or approval is required. Such bonds may be payable solely 
from revenues of the commission paid in to its power and communication fund, 
or from appropriation authorized by the State legislature. The bill then provides 
that such indebtedness “‘shall not constitute a general obligation or loan of credit 
of the State.” Undoubtedly, prolonged litigation would be required to ascertain 
the meaning and effect of this provision. 

The bill further provides that if the Governor finds that the interest costs would 
be lower for the issuance of general obligation bonds of the State, “he may direct 
the commission to issue general obligation bonds with the approval of the legis- 
lature in amounts not exceeding the limitations set forth in the constitution” 
(sec. 12 (1)). And section 11 (4) specifically states that “appropriations from 
the general fund are hereby authorized for the purposes of this act.” Finally, 
section 15 (a) provides that, with minor exceptions, the State of Idaho shall be 
liable upon the transactions and activities of the commission in the same manner 
and to the same extent as private individuals under like circumstances. 

Thus, every attempt is made in the bill to provide for pledging the entire credit 
of the State and its taxpayers, in order that the sponsors may embark upon 
their program of socialism in Idaho. 
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NO PROTECTION FOR RATEPAYERS OR TAXPAYERS 


The following are a few of the provisions which may be a part of the contract 
with the holders of the bonds (sec. 12 (6) ). 

(a) Pledge all the revenues of any project or any revenue producing contracts, 
“to secure the payment of the bonds.” 

(b) Fix the power and telephone rates to be charged, the amount which must 
be raised each year from such rates, and the disposition and use of the revenues. 

(c) Setting aside of reserves and sinking funds, and the investment and use 
which may be made thereof. 

(d) “Limitations on the right of the commission to restrict and regulate the 
ise of any project,” and even limitations on the amount of moneys derived from 
a project which the commission can expend for operating or other expenses, i. e., 
the right to operate the property and run the business. 

Finally, section 12 (7) provides that “notwithstanding any other provisions of 
this act, any such resolution or resolutions (issuing bonds) shall contain a cove- 
nant by the commission that it will at all times maintain rates, fees or charges 
sufficient to pay, and that any contracts entered into by-the commission for the 
transmission, distribution or sale of power or communications shall contain rates, 
fees or charges sufficient to pay the costs of operation and maintenance, the prin- 
cipal of and interest on any obligation issued pursuant to such resolution as the 
same severally become due and payable, and to maintain any reserves required 
by the terms of such resolution or resolutions.” 


MISLEADING CLAIMS OF “COMPREHENSIVE RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT” 


‘ 


Section 4 of the bill contains high-sounding language about “comprehensive de- 
velopment” of resources, and use of water for “multiple purposes” including 
power, navigation, flood control, irrigation, domestic water supply, recreation, 
ete. Do not be misled—the catch is there. 

Except for facilities to compensate for the effects of hydroelectric projects upon 
the passage and propagation of fish, the bill provides that “no expenditures shall 
be made for the construction costs of facilities, project features or activities 
serving a single purpose, other than power, until the commission shall have ob- 
tained reasonable assurances that all costs allocable to such purpose will be re- 
imbursed by appropriations, grant, donation or contract, or a combination there- 
of” (see. 4 (3). Costs of facilities serving more than one purpose must be allo- 
cated among the purposes served (sec. 4 (4)), and assurances obtained that such 
costs will be ‘‘reimbursed” before any such expenditures can be made. 

The bill is solely a power and communications socialization bill. All other pur- 
poses are purely window dressing to disguise the real purposes of the bill in an 
attempt to “sell” it to Idaho citizens and voters. 


EMINENT DOMAIN PROCEDURE EMPOWERS COMMISSION TO CONDEMN PROPERTY 


The commission may condemn any and all property “for just compensation to 
be assessed, as provided in this section” (sec. 14 (1)). Upon petition of the 
commission that district court must appoint 3 appraisers (the bill calls them 
viewers”) “for the purpose of ascertaining the compensation to be paid” (sec. 
14 (2) (a)). These viewers do not even have to be residents of the State of 
Idaho (sec. 14 (2) (b)). 

Evidence of value of property need not be confined to rules of evidence in force 
in courts of law and equity, and many even include “Hearsay and opinion evi- 
dence” (sec. 14 (2) (f)). Not only power and communications facilities, but 
private lands, water rights, right-of-way, etc., are all subject to such taking and 
valuation. 

But the commission does not even have to wait for the above procedure in order 
to take over any property it desires. All it needs to do is to file a “declaration 
of taking” in the court, accompanied by “a statement of the sum of money esti- 
mated by the commission to be just compensation for the property taken” (sec. 
14 (6) (a)). 

Upon such filing and deposit of the money in court, “title to said lands in fee 
simple absolute” or such lesser title as the commission specifies, immediately and 
automatically “shall vest in the State, and said lands shall be deemed to be con- 
demned and taken” (sec. 14 (6) (b)). No court order is required, and not even 
an appeal to the Supreme Court “shall operate to prevent or delay the vesting 
of possession to such property in the State” (sec. 14 (7)). 


paella 
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NO APPEAL TO THE COURTS 


Except in eminent domain proceedings, this so-called “development” bill con- 
tains no provisions at all for any appeal from any action of the commission in 
cluding determination of rates to either the district or Supreme Court. 


SUMMARY 


The bill contained in the initiative petition would take over and socialize the 
electric power, telephone, telegraph, radio, television and other communication 
industries in the State of Idaho. 

The State would pay the cost, estimated in excess of $232,600,000, and the bonds 
to be issued would contain guaranties that the ratepayers would pay the bill. 

Annual taxes lost to the State, cities, counties, road and school districts, other 
local subdivisions and irrigators would exceed $6 million. Citizens and tax- 
payers would foot the bill. 

A new superstate agency would be created, with all the broad powers outlined 
above. It would be subject to no control in its operations, the fixing of power 
and communications rates, the issuance of bonds or the incurring of debt. 

To this new “agency”’—without responsibility, without accountability, and 
without control—the people of Idaho would have to look for power and communi- 
cations services in the future, and upon it alone the future growth and develop 
ment of Idaho would depend. 


PROPOSED INITIATIVE—DISTINCTIVE SHORT TITLE, “ELECTRIC POWER AND 
COMMUNICATIONS INITIATIVE ACT’—BALLoT TITLE 


AN ACT Creating a commission to engage in the power and communication business \ 
authorizing such commission to construct or acquire electric generating and transmission 
facilities, and communication facilities, and to sell or dispose of such facilities to munici 
palties or other agencies ; providing for issuance of bonds by the commission for raising of 
money for these purposes; authorizing the commission to fix rates and charges for 
electricity and communication systems ; prescribing methods for acquisition of property by 
eminent domain; creating a special fund; appropriating the income of the commission to 
its continuous use; appropriating for initial expanses of the commission the sum of 
$200,000 


To Hon. Ira H. Masters, secretary of state of the State of Idaho: “We, the 
undersigned citizens and legal voters of the State of Idaho, respectfully 
demand that the following proposed law, to wit: 


INITIATIVE 
Idaho Power and Communications Development Bill 


Purpose: To provide supplies of low-cost electricity and/or communications 
adequate to expand employment opportunities; carry out Idaho’s constitution’s 
provisions; create a nonpartisan commission of five elected members; develop 
waterpower sites: develop and operate communication systems; produce, buy 
and supply electric energy, separately or with the United States, other States or 
State municipalities, quasi-municipalities and divisions; acquire electric and 
communications facilities and other property for electric utility and communica- 
tions purposes; establish locally controlled distribution systems and dispose of 
distribution facilities to local municipalities, quasi-muncipalities and agencies ; 
issue bonds within the limits of the constitution and finance undertakings on 
self-liquidating basis, providing $200,000 appropriation for commission expenses ; 
providing continuous appropriation of all income of commission; providing 
methods of creating obligations and making payment thereof. 

Be it enacted by the people of the State of Idaho: 

Section 1. DECLARATION OF PoLicy.—The people of the State of Idaho, finding 
that the abundance or scarcity of low-cost electricity and communications sys 
tems in a modern society largely governs the rate of agricultural and industrial 
productivity and the standard of living, do hereby declare that it is the policy of 
the State— 

(a) To utilize and conserve waterpower resources as a heritage of the people, 
as provided in Idaho’s constitution ; 

(b) To provide a more adequate supply of electric energy and communications 
Systems. 

(c) To insure that such energy and communications systems shall be made 
available to the users at the lowest possible cost ; 
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(7d) To encourage the most widespread use of such energy and communications 
systems for all purposes ; 

(e) To open new avenues of agricultural and industrial opportunity for an 
expanding population by accelerating the rate of power development and commu- 
nications systems; 

(f) To develop water resources on a comprehensive basis for the production 
of electric energy and so as not to impair the balanced use of such resources for 
other purposes ; 

(yg) To insure the distribution of the benefits to be realized from such resources 
vithout surcharges and without discrimination ; 

(h) To enable the people to realize the benefits of this heritage by insuring 
their effective control of the agencies which produce, transmit, distribute and 
sell electric energy and communications ; 

(1) To place the State of Idaho in a position to participate with other States 
and/or the Government of the United States in the development of the Snake, 
Bear Lake, Clearwater, Clark’s Fork, Salmon, and other rivers in the State of 
Idaho, and their tributaries. 

To realize these ends requires that electric energy and communications be 
produced and transmitted by the State of Idaho and distributed through locally 
controlled municipal and other public agencies as hereinafter and otherwise now 
provided. 

Sec, 2. IDAHO POWER AND COMMUNICATIONS DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 
CREATED.—(1) There is hereby created and established a department of the 
State of Idaho which shall be known as the Idaho Power and Communications 
Development Commission, hereinafter referred to as “the commission,” which 
shall consist of five members, hereinafter referred to as “commissioners.” 

(2) The commissioners shall be citizens of the United States and qualified 
electors of the State of Idaho who shall be elected without party affiliation or 
designation by the qualified electors of the State at the time and places of 
choosing members of the legislative assembly. Except as otherwise provided in 
this section, the candidates for commissioner shall be nominated and elected in 
the same manner as provided by law for judges of the supreme court, and shall 
serve for a term of 5 years, commencing on the first Monday in January following 
their election. 

(3) The Governor shall, during the period commencing on the second Monday 
in January following the passing of this act and ending 30 days thereafter, fill 
the vacancies on the commission by appointing 5 commissioners who shall 
serve until their successors are elected and qualified. At the next succeeding 
general election after the passage of this act, 5 commissioners shall be elected 
The repens P receiving the highest number of votes at such election shall 
serve a term of 5 years, and his position shall be designated position No. 1; the 
commissioner receiving the next highest number of votes at such election shall 
serve an initial term of 4 years and his position shall be designated position 
No. 2: the commissioner receiving the third highest number of votes at such 
election shall serve an initial term of 3 years and his position shall be designated 
position No. 3; the commissioner receiving the fourth highest number of votes at 
such election shall serve an initial term of 2 years and his position shall be 
designated No. 4; and the commissioner receiving the fifth highest number of 
votes at such election shall serve an initial term of 1 year and his position shall 
be designated position No. 5. 

(4) Within 10 days after the date on which any commissioner assumes office, 
the commissioners shall meet and elect a chairman and vice chairman of the 
commission. Three commissioners shall constitute a quorum, and two vacancies 
in Che commission shall not impair the powers of the commission. The Governor 
shall fill vacancies on the commission by appointment and any commissioner so 
appointed shall serve until a successor can be elected and qualified. 

(5) Every commissioner, before entering upon the duties of his office, shall 
take, subscribe, and transmit to the Secretary of State the following oath: 

“a a , do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support 
the Constitution of the United States and the constitution of the State of Idaho. 
and that I will faithfully, impartially, and justly perform the duties of the office of 
commissioner.” 

(6) Each commissioner shall receive a salary at the rate of $7,000 a year and 
shall be reimbursed for actual expenses incurred in the performance of his duties. 
Each commissioner shall devote full time to the work of the commission. 

(7) The commission shall establish a principal office of the commission, and 
shall establish such other offices as it may determine to be necessary. 
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Sec. 3. GENERATION AND SALE OF ELECTRIC ENERGY AND OPERATION OF COMMI 
NICATION SYSTEMS.—(1) Subject to the provisions of this act, the commission 
is authorized to generate electric energy by waterpower, fuel, atomic energy, or by 
any other method, and construct, purchase, and operate communication systems ; 
to purchase, exchange, or otherwise acquire electric energy and stored and falling 
water for the purpose of generating electric energy; and to sell such electric 
energy at wholesale for resale or direct consumption, to municipal bodies, private 
agencies, and persons, and to furnish such electric energy to other agencies of 
this State. 

(2) Schedules of rates and charges for electric energy and for rates on com- 
munication systems sold by the commission, as provided herein, shall be fixed by 
the commission. Rate schedules may be modified from time to time by the com- 
mission, and shall be fixed with a view to encouraging the widest possible diver- 
sified use of electric energy. The commission may establish classes of purchasers 
and the rate schedules shall not discriminate between purchasers of the same 
class. The said rate schedules may provide for uniform rates or rates uniform 
throughout prescribed transmission areas in order to extend the benefits and 
encourage the equitable distribution of electric energy throughout the State. 

(3) Rate schedules shall be established from time to time at levels which in 
the aggregate will produce from estimated sales of electric energy revenues and 
communication at least sufficient to recover the costs, including debt service and 
depreciation, of producing, transmitting, and disposing of electric energy, and to 
provide working capital and necessary reserves. 

(4) Contracts for the sale of electric energy and communication revenues shall 
be effective for such period or periods, including renewals or extensions, as may 
be provided therein, not exceeding in the aggregate 20 years from the respective 
dates of the making of such contracts. Such contracts shall contain such provi- 
sions as the commission and the purchaser agree upon for the equitable adjust- 
ment of rates at appropriate intervals, not less frequently than once in every 
5 years. 

SEC. 4. COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT.—(1) It is hereby declared to be the 
policy of the people of the State of Idaho to develop the hydroelectric resources 
and communications systems of the State in a manner which will permit and 
achieve the optimum beneficial use of the water resources of the State for multi- 
ple purposes and of the communication systems. Where necessary, in order to 
achieve the most beneficial use of the water resources for multiple purposes, the 
commission is authorized and directed to construct, operate, and maintain multi- 
ple-purpose hydroelectric projects. 

(2) In preparing plans for hydroelectric development, the commission is author- 
ized and directed to consider the needs for the water resources affected thereby 
for all purposes, including, without limitation, power, navigation, flood control, 
irrigation, domestic water supply, recreation, and other purposes. 

(3) The commission is authorized to construct, operate, and maintain hydro- 
electric projects in accordance with the terms of any license or permits required 
therefor, and is directed to provide for the construction, operation, and mainte- 
nance of facilities required to compensate for the effects of hydroelectric projects 
upon the passage and propagation of fish. Except as otherwise hereinabove in 
this subsection provided, no expenditures shall be made for construction costs of 
facilities, project features, or activities serving a single purpose, other than power, 
until the commission shall have obtained reasonable assurances that all costs 
properly allocable to such purpose will be reimbursed by appropriations, grant, 
donation, or contract, or a combination thereof. 

(4) Costs of multiple-purpose projects constructed by the commission shall be 
allocated to the purposes served thereby. The allocation report shall be prepared 
by the commission. All costs of facilities, project features, or activities serving a 
single purpose shall be allocated to that purpose. Costs of facilities, features, or 
activities serving more than one purpose shall be equitably allocated among the 
purposes served. Allocation reports may be revised from time to time to reflect 
changes in project uses or in project economics, 

Sec, 5. ACQUISITION OF ELECTRICAL FACILITIES.—(1) The commission is author- 
ized and directed to acquire by purchase, condemnation or otherwise, title to any 
or all property within the State of privately owned public utilities used in the 
generation, transmission, and distribution of electric energy ; and on communica- 
tion facilities; provided, however that the commission may exclude personal 
property and nonoperating properties which are not, in the judgment of the com- 
mission, required to operate electric or communication facilities so acquired. 
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(2) Within 1 year from the date on which this act becomes a law the commis- 
sion shall submit to the Governor a report containing a proposed schedule for 
acquiring and taking over the operation of any or all such properties. 

(3) Such properties may be acquired in such units, at such time and in such 
manner as may be deemed advantageous by the commission. 

(4) In acquiring such property the commission may assume and agree to pay 
or perform any contracts or other obligations of the company from whom such 
property is acquired. 

Sec. 6. DISTRIBUTION OF ELECTRIC ENERGY.—(1) The commission is authorized 
and directed to sell or otherwise dispose of any distribution or communication 
facilities acquired, and any improvements thereof, to local municipalities or other 
agencies for the distribution of electric energy, or transporting of communica- 
tions, as quickly as such sales or other disposition can reasonably be consum- 
mated. Such sales may be made on such terms and conditions and with such 
arrangements for securing the payment of the purchase price as may be found 
fair and equitable by the commission, at a price at least equal to the cost of such 
facilities to the commission, less depreciation applicable thereto, and, if the 
purchase price is paid in installments, interest on the unpaid portion of the pur- 
chase price. 

(2) In making such facilities available for sale, a reasonable time shall be 
allowed for the selection and establishment of appropriate municipal and other 
public agencies for the distribution of electric energy and operation of communi- 
cation systems by the people of any area which may constitute an efficient and 
economical distribution area system. 

(3) While it is necessary to retain and manage any such facilities, pending 
their sale to local municipalities and other public agencies, the commission shall 
establish distribution areas, and as to each such area exercise all the powers 
and authority contained in this act as may, in the opinion of the commission, be 
necessary or convenient to market and distribute electric energy and communica- 
tions at retail. 

(4) The commission is authorized to sell, lease, or otherwise dispose of gen- 
erating and transmission facilities, as well as communication systems and facili- 
ties to munipical and other public agencies in the State of Idaho, or to contract 
for the operation and maintenance of such facilities by such agencies. 

Sec. 7. GENERAL POWERS OF COM MISSION.—Except as otherwise specifically pro- 
vided in this act, the commission is authorized to: 

(1) Collect data, make surveys and investigations, undertake research and 
prepare information in various forms and make such information available to the 
public in order to carry out the purposes of this act 

(2) Acquire by purchase, donation, exchange, or otherwise any real and per- 
sonal property, including facilities for the general, transmission and distribution 
of electric enegery and/or communication systems or facilities which the com- 
mission deems appropriate for carrying out the purposes of this act. Title to all 
such property shall be taken in the name of the State of Idaho. 

(3) Exercise in the name of the State the right of eminent domain to acquire 
such property, whether or not devoted to public use, excepting other property of 
the State and property used for the generation, transmission or distribution of 
electric energy owned by political subdivisions, municipal corporations or cooper- 
ative associations whose membership is wholly or predominantly composed of 
farm and residential consumers of electric energy. 

(4) Enter on lands within the State for the purpose of surveying; and, utilize 
all roads, highways, streets, alleys, bridges and publicly owned lands in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the constitution and laws of Idaho and of the 
United States. 

(5) Construct, improve, extend, operate and maintain facilities for the gen- 
eration, transmission and distribution of electric energy and communication 
System or systems. 

(6) Make interconnections with other electric systems and/or communication 
systems and exchange electric energy with and transmit and transfer electric 
energy to or for owners of such other electric systems. 

(7) Construct, improve, operate and maintain facilities required to compensate 
for the effects of hydroelectric facilities upon the passage and propagation of 
fish. 

(8) Enter into such contracts, agreements and arrangements, including the 
amendment, modification, adjustment or cancellation thereof, and to make such 
expenditures on such terms and conditions and in such manner as may be deemed 
necessary. 
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(9) To borrow money and incur indebtedness and issue bonds, notes or other 
evidences of indebtedness. 

(10) To cooperate with and enter into arrangements, agreements and contracts 
with any municipality or public agency to effect the purposes of this ‘act by, 
through or for any such agency or municipality. 

(11) Compromise and settle claims and demands arising out of the transac 
tions of the commission accruing to the State and to bring actions and suits 
thereon in the name of the State; to compromise, settle and defend claims, de- 
mands, actions and suits against the State arising out of such transactions. 

(12) Sell, lease or otherwise dispose of such property, the retention of which 
by the commission is not required for the purposes of this act. 

(13) Exercise other powers not herein enumerated necessary to carry out the 
purposes of this act and to conform to the best practices of the electric utility 
and communication industries. 

(14) Exercise any authority, except the right of eminent domain, outside the 
State, and to negotiate interstate compacts relating to electric power and com 
munications. 

Src. 8. OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES.—(1) The commission shall direct the exercise 
of all powers of the commission, but may delegate and authorize the redelegation 
of any authority granted by this act with the exception of the authority to insti 
tute actions for the acquisition of property by eminent domain and to execute 
contracts for the purchase or sale of electric energy, or the purchase or sale of 
communication facilities and systems. 

(2) The commission shall select without regard to residence and appoint an 
experienced administrator as its general manager who shall be in charge of the 
operation of the electric system of the commission and shall perform such other 
duties as may be assigned by the commission pursuant to this act. 

(3) The commission shall, without regard to the provisions of civil service and 
retirement laws applicable to other employees of the State, appoint such officers, 
employees, attorneys and agents as are necessary for the transaction of its busi- 
ness, fix their compensation, define their duties, require bonds of such of them 
as the commission may designate, and provide a system of organization to fix 
responsibility and promote efficiency. All appointments and promotions made 
by the commission shall be made on the basis of merit and efficiency, and any 
appointee of the commission may be removed in the discretion of the commission. 

(4) Subject to the provisions of this act, the commission is authorized to 
bargain collectively with its employees through representatives of their own 
choosing and enter into collective bargaining agreements. 

(5) The commission is hereby authorized to contract for the services of such 
experts, consultants or firms thereof as it deems necessary. 

Sec. 9. PROCUREMENT OF SUPPLIES AND SERVICES.—(1)All purchases and con- 
tracts for supplies or services, except for personal services, made by the com- 
mission shall be made to the lowest and best bidder after advertising, in such 
manner and at such time sufficiently in advance of opening bids, as the com- 
mission shall determine to be adequate to insure notice and opportunity for com 
petition: provided, however, that advertisement shall not be required for any 
such contract when (a) the commission determines that immediate delivery of 
the supplies or performance of the services is required by an emergency or to 
assure continuous operation; or (0) parts, accessories, supplemental equipment, 
minor extensions or additions, or services are required for supplies, facilities, or 
services previously furnished, constructed, or contracted for; or (¢c) the aggregate 
amount involved in any purchase of supplies or procurement of services does not 
exceed $5,000, in which cases such purchases of supplies or procurement of serv 
ices may be made in the open market in the manner common among businessmen : 
provided further, that all contracts for the purchase of stationery shall be made 
after advertising. 

(2) All contracts for supplies or services shall contain such conditions and 
require such bonds as are now or hereafter required by law in contracts of the 
State for the performance of such contracts and the protection of laborers, me- 
chanics, materialmen or others contributing to their performance. 

Sec. 10. Accounts, AupIT AND Bupcet.—(1) The commission shall keep com- 
plete and accurate accounts of its operations. 

(2) The commission shall, after the close of each fiscal year, obtain an inde- 
pendent commercial type audit of such accounts by a certified publie accountant 

(8) The commission shall cause to be prepared biannually a business-type 
budget which shall be submitted to the Governor and the legislature. The budget 
program shall be such a business-type budget and plan of operation, with due 
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allowance given to the need for flexibility including provisions for emergencies 
and contingencies, in order that the commission may properly carry out its activi- 
ties as authorized by law. The budget program shall contain estimates of the 
financial condition of operations of the commission for the current and ensuing 
fiscal vears and the actual condition or results of operations for the last com- 
pleted fiscal year. Such budget program shall include a statement of financial 
eondition, a statement of income and expense, an analysis of surplus or deficit, 
a statement of sources and application of funds and such other statements and 
information as are necessary or desirable to make known the financial condi- 
tion of the operations of the commission. 

Sec. 11. REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES.—(1) There is hereby established in 
the State treasury a special power and communications commission fund, and 
all moneys received by the commission, including the proceeds of loans and bond 
issues, are hereby appropriated to the commission, and shall be deposited by the 
commission with the State treasurer and shall be placed by him to the credit of 
such fund, and shall be disbursed for carrying out any of the provisions of this 
act on order of this commission, including the payment of the salaries and author- 
ized expenses of the commissioners, by warrants of the commission: provided, 
however, that moneys received by the commission for special purposes may be 
set aside in special accounts in said fund and shall be disbursed in accordance 
with the provisions of any agreement relating thereto on order of the commission. 
The commission is also authorized and directed to create and establish special 
funds and accounts for the payment and security of indebtedness incurred by the 
commission as hereinafter provided. 

(2) The revenues of the commission shall be applied to defray its expenses 
and establish necessary reserves. 

(3) Upon the passage of this act, there is hereby appropriated to, and the 
State treasurer shall transfer to the special power and communications commis- 
sion, fund moneys from one or more State funds, which are not required to meet 
the respective obligations of such fund or funds, in the sum of $200,000 for meet- 
ing the initial expenses of the commission. 

(4) Appropriations from the general fund are hereby authorized for the pur- 
poses of this act. 

Sec. 12. Bonps ISSuED ny THE COMMISSION.—(1) The commission is author- 
ized and shall have the power from time to time by resolution to issue bonds of 
the commission as an agency of the State, payable solely and only from the 
revenues of the commission paid in to the power and communication fund, or 
from appropriation authorized by the State legislature, which indebtedness shall 
not constitute a general obligation or loan of credit of the State: provided, how- 
ever, that if the Governor finds that the effective interest cost which can be 
obtained by the issuance of general obligation bonds of the State is less than the 
interest rate to be obtained by the issuance of bonds of the commission repayable 
solely from such fund, he may direct the commission to issue general obligation 
bonds with the approval of the legislature in amounts not exceeding the limita- 
tions set forth in the constitution. 

(2) In anticipation of the sale of any such bonds the commission may issue 
negotiable bond anticipation notes and may renew the same from time to time, 
but the maximum maturity of any such note, including renewals thereof, shall 
not exceed 5 years from the date of issue of such original notes. Such notes shall 
be paid from any moneys in the power commission fund available therefor and 
not otherwise pledged, or from the proceeds of sale of the bonds of the commission 
in anticipation of which they were issued. Such notes shall not be issued in an 
amount in excess of the amount of bonds which the commission is authorized to 
issue. The notes shall be issued in the same manner as the bonds. Such notes 
and the resolution or resolutions authorizing the same may contain any pro- 
visions, conditions or limitations which a bond resolution of the commission may 
contain. 

(3) Except as may be otherwise expressly provided by the commission, the 
bonds and notes of every issue shall be payable out of any moneys or revenues of 
the commission, subject only to any agreements with the holders of particular 
bonds or notes pledging any particular moneys or revenues. Nothwithstanding 
that the bonds and notes may be payable from a special fund, if they are other- 
wise of such form and character as to be negotiable instruments under the terms 
of the negotiable instruments law, the bonds and notes shall be and are hereby 
made negotiable instruments within the meaning of and for all purposes of the 
negotiable instruments law, subject only to the provisions for registration of the 
bonds and notes. 
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(4) The commission shall have power from time to time, whenever it deems 
refunding expedient, to refund any bonds by the issuance of new bonds, whether 
the bonds to be refunded have or have not matured, and may issue bonds partly 
to refund bonds then outstanding and partly for any other purpose. Refunding 
bonds may be exchanged for the bonds to be refunded, with such cash adjust- 
ments as may be agreed, or may be sold and the proceeds applied to the purchase 
or payment of the bonds to be refunded. 

(5) The bonds may be issued payable in annual installments, or may be issued 
as term bonds, or the commission, in its discretion, may issue bonds of both 
types. The bonds shall be authorized by resolution of the commission and shall 
bear such date or dates, mature at such time or times, not exceeding 50 years 
from their respective dates, bear interest at such rate or rates, not exceeding 5 
percent per annum, payable annually or semiannually, be in such denominations, 
be in such form, either coupon or registered, carry such registration privileges, to 
be executed in such manner, be payable in lawful money of the United States of 
America at such place or places, and be subject to such terms of redemption, with 
or without premiums, as such resolution or resolutions may provide. In the 
event that term bonds are issued, the resolution authorizing the same may make 
such provisions for the establishment and management of adequate sinking 
funds for the payment thereof, as the commission may deem necessary. The 
bonds or notes may be sold at public or private sale for such price or prices as 
the commission shall determine, but which shall not at the time of sale yield 
more than 5 percent per annum. Pending preparation of the definite bonds, the 
commission may issue interim receipts or temporary bonds which shall be ex- 
changed for such bonds. 

(6) Any resolution or resolutions authorizing any bonds or any issue of bonds 
may contain provisions, which shall be a part of the contract with the holders 
of the bonds to be authorized as to: 

(a) pledging all or any part of the revenues of the project, or any revenue 
producing contract or contracts made by the commission with any individual, 
partnership, corporation or association to secure the payment of the bonds or of 
any particular issue of bonds, subject to such agreements with bondholders as 
may then exist ; 

(6b) the rentals, rates, fees, and other charges to be charged, and the amounts 
to be raised in each year thereby, and the use and disposition of the revenues; 

(c) the setting aside of reserves and sinking funds, and the regulation, invest- 
ment and disposition thereof ; 

(d@) limitations on the right of the commission to restrict and regulate the use 
of any project; 

(e) limitations on the purpose to which the proceeds of sale of any issue 
of bonds then or thereafter to be issued may be applied and pledging such pro- 
ceeds to secure the payment of the bonds or of any issue of bonds ; 

(f) the procedure, if any, by which the terms of any contract with bondholders 
may be amended or abrogated, the amount of bonds the holders of which must 
consent thereto, and the manner in which such consent may be given; 

(g) limitations on the amount of moneys derived from a project to be expended 
for operating, administrative or other expenses of the commission ; 

(h) defining the acts or omissions to act which shall constitute a default in 
the duties of the commission to holders of its obligations and providing the rights 
and remedies of such holders in the event of a default. 

(7) Nothwithstanding any other provisions of this act, any such resolution 
or resolutions shall contain a covenant by the commission that it will at all 
times maintain rates, fees or charges sufficient to pay, and that any contracts 
entered into by the commission for the transmission, distribution or sale of power 
and communications shall contain rates, fees or charges sufficient to pay the costs 
of operation and maintenance, the principal of and interest on any obligations 
issued pursuant to such resolutions as the same severally become due and payable 
and to maintain any reserves required by the terms of such resolution or 
resolutions. 

(8) It is the intention hereof that any pledge of revenues or other moneys or of 
a revenue producing contract or contracts made by the commission shall be valid 
and binding from the time the pledge is made; that the revenues or other moneys 
or proceeds of any contract or contracts so pledged and thereafter received by 
the commission shall immediately be subject to the lien of such pledge without 
any physical delivery thereof or further act; and that the lien of any such pledge 
shall be valid and binding as against all parties having claims of any kind 
against the commission irrespective of whether such parties have notice thereof. 
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Neither the resolution nor any other instrument by which a pledge is created 
need be recorded, other than in commission’s own records. 

(9) Neither the members of the commission nor any person executing the 
bonds or notes shall be liable personally on the bond or notes or be subject to 
any personal liability or accountability by reason of the issuance thereof 

(10) The commission shall have power out of any funds available therefor to 
purchase bonds or notes. The commission may hold, pledge, cancel or resell such 
bonds, subject to and in accordance with agreements with bondholders. 

(11) Any bonds or notes issued by the commission are hereby made securities 
in which all public officers and bodies of this State and all municipalities and 
municipal subdivisions, all insurance companies and associations and other 
persons carrying On an insurance business, all banks, bankers, trust companies, 
savings banks and savings associations, including savings and loan associations, 
building and loan associations, investment companies, and other persons what- 
soever, except as restricted by constitution and as hereinafter provided, who are 
now or may hereafter be authorized to invest in bonds or other obligations of the 
State, may properly and legally invest funds including capital in their control or 
belonging to them. The bonds are also hereby made securities which may be 
deposited with and shall be received by all public officers and bodies of this State 
and all municipalities and municipal subdivisions for any purpose for which the 
deposit of bonds or other obligations of this State is now or may hereafter be 
authorized 

Sec. 13. SERVICES TO PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION SySTEMS.—(1) The commission 
may, with respect to the municipalities and public agencies of this State engag- 
ing or proposing to engage in the generation, transmission, distribution or market- 
ing of electric energy and/or communications, in order to carry out the purposes 
of this act: 

(a) Establish and provide services and furnish materials, supplies, equip- 
ment, work or services to such municipalities or other agencies ; 

(6) On request of any such municipality or other agency act on its behalf in 
any transaction relating to the generation, transmission, distribution or market- 
ing of electric energy, and/or communications. 

(c) Make loans to such agencies and obligate the State by legislative action 
as guarantor or surety upon obligations of such agencies, purchase the securi- 
ties of such agencies or otherwise lend the credit of the State for such purposes 
within constitutional limits, after legislative action. 

(2) Such charges may be made for the performance of any of the services 
listed in the preceding subsection as may be agreed upon by the commission and 
the agency involved. 

Sec. 14. EMINENT DoMAIN PROCEDURE.—(1) The commission shall have the 
right to acquire property, pursuant to law, by eminent domain as a Department 
of the State of Idaho and in the name of the State for just compensation to be 
assessed, as provided in this section. 

(2) The right of eminent domain may be exercised by filing a petition in equity 
in the district court of the county in which the property to be acquired, or any 
portion thereof, is located. Subject to the provisions of this act, all proceedings 
for the acquisition of property commenced by a petition filed pursuant to this 
section shall be conducted in accordance with the rules of pleading and practice 
and shall be tried in the same manner as suits in equity. 

(a) Where a petition for the acquisition of property described in paragraph 
(2) of this subsection shall have been filed pursuant to this section, the court 
shall appoint three viewers for the purpose of ascertaining the compensation to 
be paid. The viewers shall be officers of the court with all the rights and powers 
of referees, as provided by law, and shall appoint one of their number chairman. 

(6) All viewers appointed under this section shall be persons whose training 
or experience qualifies them for the duties set forth in this section. All such 
viewers shall be impartial and disinterested, and shall not have any financial 
or pecuniary interest in any business affected by the proceedings for which they 
shall be employed. Each viewer shall, prior to entering upon his duties, sub- 
scribe to an oath as to the aforesaid matter, and violation thereof, or false swear- 
ing, shall be unlawful and punishable by the penalties applicable to the crime 
of perjury. The viewers shall receive not to exceed $75 per diem for their services 
actually rendered, which sum shall be determined by the court, and need not be 
residents of the State of Idaho. 

(c) In ease of illness, death, or incapacity of one of a panel of viewers ap- 
pointed under the provisions of this section, the other 2 may continue the pro- 
ceedings and make such determinations and awards as the panel might have 
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done had all 3 viewers been sitting; provided, however, that if 1 or more viewers 
shall be unable to act before the panel shall have begun to take evidence, the 
court may appoint such viewer or viewers in accordance with this act as shall 
be necessary, and the proceedings shall not be delayed or abated on account 
thereof. 

(d) It shall be the duty of the viewers to examine into the value of the prop- 
erty which is the subject matter of the proceeding, to conduct hearings and 
receive evidence, and to generally take such steps as shall be appropriate and 
convenient for the determination of the value of said property, and for the com 
pensation to be awarded the owner or owners thereof. For such purposes, the 
viewers are authorized to administer oaths, and subpena witnesses and records. 
Witnesses shall receive the same fees as are provided by law for witnesses in the 
district courts of the State of Idaho. 

(e) The commission may introduce into evidence at such hearings true « pies 
of the annual reports of the owner or owners of the property described in the 
petition, made to the Federal Power Commission in accordance with its uniform 
system of accounts, and the cost of such property, less depreciation thereon, as 
shown on such reports, adjusted to the date of the taking, shall constitute prima 
facie proof as to the just compensation to be awarded and discharge the com 
mission’s burden of going forward with evidence of value. 

(f) Evidence as to the value of the property to be acquired under this act 
shall not be confined to that admissible under the rules of evidence in force in 
courts of law or equity in the State of Idaho, provided, however, that any per 
sonal observations of the viewers, and any hearsay and opinion evidence admitted 
without opportunity to cross-examination being afforded parties to the proceed 
ing, shall be reduced to writing, and full opportunity shall be given for parties 
so desiring to submit contrary or explanatory matter relative thereto. The 
viewers shall take care that all evidence admitted in the course of the proceed 
ings shall be reduced to a written record, 

(7g) Within 60 days after the closing of the record, the viewers shall submit 
to the court a written award prescribing the amount of compensation to be paid 
to the owner or owners of the property to be acquired. Said award shall contain 
such findings of fact and conclusions of law as may be fairly drawn from the 
record, and shall include findings as to the original cost of the property less 
depreciation due to physical deterioration and functional obsolescence. 

(h) Upon the filing of the award, the clerk of the court shall give notice thereof 
to the parties in the proceeding as the court shall direct. 

(i) Aggrieved parties may file exceptions to the award within 20 days after 
receipt of notice of its filing. Should no exceptions be filed within such time, 
the award shall become final. 

(j) Should exceptions be filed as provided for in paragraph (i) of this sub 
section, the court shall hear and determine the same, but findings of fact made 
by the viewers shall be final if supported by substantial evidence in the record, 
and conclusions of law made by the viewers shall be final unless clearly erro- 
neous. No evidence shall be taken upon the hearing of exceptions. 

(k) The court shall rule upon all exceptions filed under paragraph (i) of this 
subsection provided that the court may in its discretion return the proceedings 
to the viewers for new evidence or correction of errors and such an order shall 
not be appealable. 

(3) Upon the conclusion of the proceedings provided for in the preceding sub 
section for the determination of just compensation by the court, the court shall 
enter a decree which shall provide that title to the property which is the sub 
ject matter of the proceedings shall vest in the State of Idaho upon the payment 
into court of the amount of the award. Such decree shall be final and appealable. 
The commission may accept the award and may pay into court the amount or 
amounts of money required thereby ; and upon such payment, title to the property 
which is the subject of the proceeding shall vest in the State of Idaho. 

(4) In an appeal from any decree entered in a proceeding under this section 
to the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho, the supreme court shall affirm the 
decree of the district court unless it finds that the decree is not supported by 
substantial evidence in the record, or is clearly erroneous in a matter of law 
material to the substantial rights of the parties. 

(5) In any appeal to the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho, as provided in 
this section, no bond shall be required of the State of Idaho or any of its munici- 
palities or agencies. 

(6) (a) The petitioner may file in the proceeding, with the petition or at any 
time thereafter before judgment is entered by the district court a declaration of 
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taking signed by the commission, declaring that the property described in the 
petition is thereby taken for the use of the State. Said declaration of taking 
shall contain or have annexed thereto: 
(1) A statement that said property is taken under the authority of this 
act and for the purposes thereof. 
(2) A description of the property taken sufficient for the identification 
thereof. 
(3) A statement of the estate or interest taken for said public use. 
(4) Aplan or map showing real property taken. 
(5) A statement of the sum of money estimated by the commission to be 
just compensation for the property taken. 

(b) Upon filing of said declaration of taking and of the deposit in the court, 
to the use of the persons entitled thereto, of the amount of the estimated com- 
pensation stated in said declaration, title to the said lands in fee simple absolute, 
or such less estate or interest therein as is specified in said declaration, shall 
vest in the State, and said lands shall be deemed to be condemned and taken for 
the use of the State, and the right to just compensation for the same shall vest 
in the persons entitled thereto; and said compensation shall be ascertained and 
awarded in said proceeding and established by judgment therein, and the said 
judgment shall include, as part of the just compensation awarded, interest at the 
rate of 4 percent per annum on the amount finally awarded as the value of the 
property as of the date of taking, from said date to the date of payment; but 
interest shall not be allowed on so much thereof as shall have been paid into the 
court. No sum so paid into the court shall be charged with commissions or 
poundage. 

(c) Upon the application of the parties in interest, the court may order that 
the money deposited in the court, or any part thereof, be paid forthwith for or 
on account of the just compensation to be awarded in said proceeding. If the 
compensation finally awarded in respect of said lands, or any parcel thereof, 
shall exceed the amount of the money so received by any person entitled, the 
court shall enter judgment against the State for the amount of deficiency. 

(d) Upon the filing of a declaration of taking, the court shall have and exercise 
power to fix the time within which and the terms upon which the parties in 
possession shall be required to surrender possession to the petitioner. The court 
shall have power to make such orders in respect of encumbrances, liens, rents, 
taxes, assessments, insurance, and other charges, if any, as shall be just and 
equitable. 

(e) Action under this subsection, irrevocably committing the State to the 
payment of the ultimate award shall not be taken unless the commission shall 
be of the opinion that the ultimate award probably will be within the limits of 
funds available to the commission. 

(7) No appeal in-any proceeding nor any bond or undertaking given therein 
shail operate to prevent or delay the vesting of possession to such property in 
the State. 

(8) In any condemnation proceeding instituted by the commission, the com- 
mission is authorized to stipulate or agree to exclude any property or any part 
thereof that may have been taken in such proceeding by declaration of, taking 
or otherwise. 

(9) Nothing contained in this section shall be construed to prevent the com- 
mission from proceeding under other laws providing for condemnation of property 
by the State, and the commission is expressly authorized to exercise the rights 
reserved to the State under existing laws. 

See. 15. LIABILITY OF THE Statr.—(a) Except as otherwise hereinafter pro- 
vided, the State of Idaho shall be liable upon the transactions and activities of 
the commission in the same manner and to the same extent as private individuals 
under like circumstances, but shall not be liable for interest prior to judgment 
or for punitive damages. 

(b) The State shall not be subject to garnishment or attachment. nor shall 
any lien attach to the property of the State. 

(c) Security for damages or costs shall not be required of the State. 

(d) Process shall be served in any action against the State arising out of the 
transactions and activities of the commission upon the chairman, secretary, or 
general manager of the commission at its principal office. 

Sec. 16. Derrrnirions.—In this act, unless the context clearly otherwise re- 
quires: 

(a) “Property” means both real and personal property. 
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(b) “Real property” means any interest or estate therein, corporeal or incor 
poreal, including without limitation freehold estates, easements, and profits, as 
well as leaseholds, licenses, and contract rights to use real property. 

(c) “Personal property” means tangible and intangible property, including 
without limitation patent rights, contract rights, and any interest therein. 

(d) “Municipal corporation” means any county, city, incorporated town, school 
district, people’s utility district, and includes any other municipal or quasi 
municipal corporation. 

(e) “Public bodies” means and includes the United States of America and any 
agency thereof; other States; political subdivisions, and municipal corporations, 
and quasi-municipal corporations. 

(f) “Private agencies” means and includes corporations, cooperative associa- 
tions, and partnerships. 

See. 17. Construction or Acr.—(1) This act is intended to provide for the 
exercise of all of the legislative authority made available under the constitution, 
but shall not be construed as being otherwise limited thereby. 

(2) If any provision of this act or the application of such provision to any 
person or circumstances shall be held invalid, the remainder of the act and the 
application of such provision to persons or circumstances other than those to 
which it is held invalid shall not be affected thereby, and shall remain in full 
force and effect. 

(3) This act shall be liberally construed in order to carry out the purposes 
and objects for which it is intended. 

(4) Except as otherwise provided in this act, the authority of the commission 
shall not be restricted by any other law. 

Sec. 19. Suort Tir_e.—This act shall be known as the State Power and Com 
munications Development Act, and shall be submitted to the legal voters of the 
State of Idaho, for their approval or rejection at the regular general election, to 
be held on the 2d day of November A. D. 1954, and each for himself says: I have 
personally signed this petition; I am a legal voter of the State of Idaho; my 
residence and post office are correctly written after my name, 

The original petition filed with the secretary of state carries the 
following names: F. F. Hubler, Route 3, Caldwell; E. M. Carter, 
Route 4, Caldwell; C. M. Munsey, Route 3, Caldwell; Anna Balley, 
Route 1, Nampa; Dean Dennis, Route 6, Caldwell; James C. Korn, 
Route 2, Wilder; T. M. DeCoursey, Route 5, Nampa; L. R. Lakey, 
Route 5, Nampa; Wm. Moffett, Route 5, Nampa; Geo. Bruington, 
Box 769, Route 1, Nampa; N. C, Kendrick, Route 3, Caldwell; 
J. C. Justus, Route 2, Caldwell; L. Thomas, Route 1, Parma: 
W. F. Tracy, Route 3, Caldwell; Stanley Robison, Route 6, Cald- 
well; Geo. W. Paxton, Route 1, Wilder; A. L. Hendrickson, Route 
1, Wilder; J. M. Martin, Canyon County; Ray McCurry, Route 
1, Parma; Ray Morden, Route 1, Parma; Ethel K. Steel, Route 
3, Parma (Mrs. A. A. Steel); Edna R. Ross, Route 3, Parma; 
Helen Usadel, Route 3, Parma. 

Petitions are being circulated by Idaho Citizen’s Legislative Committee, Inc., 
an organization which was incorporated by the following persons: Asher B 
Wilson, Twin Falls, Idaho, chairman and director; Elmer F. McIntire, Boise, 
Idaho, secretary and treasurer; J. G. Bowers, Nampa; C. A. Harder, Buhl; 
Frank Atkins, Buhl. 

Paragraph FE, article IV, of the articles of the corporation reads as follows: 

“To take, hold, and manage property, real and personal, and to receive gifts 
for the above purposes, including cost of operation of this corporation.” 


Qr7 


STATEMENT OF FRED W. BENNETT, Box 277, MountTAIN Home, IpAHo 

As a lifetime resident of Idaho, owning and operating farms and livestock 
in the Snake River Valley, I am opposed to the United States Government 
development of Hells Canyon. 

It just does not make sense for the Federal taxpayers to spend $500 million 
for Hells Canyon Dam, when a private electric company like the Idaho Power 
Co. is ready and willing to build all the power. facilities needed using private 
venture money 


FreD W. BENNETT. 
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STATEMENT OF G. P. BENNETT, FARMER, NEW PLYMOUTH, IDAHO 


New PLyMoutdH, IDAHO, April 2, 1955. 
As an Idaho irrigation farmer using both water and electric power I am in 
favor of the building of the high dam at Hells Canyon by the United States 
Government. 
G. P. BENNETT. 


STATEMENT OF ALVIN B. BENSON, MELBA, IDAHO 


I have been pumping water for irrigation from Snake River for the past 
11 years. In 4 of these years, the river has been low enough that we have had to 
lower the inlet to our pump. 

It would seem only common sense to utilize the same head of water through 
three low-head dams, rather than piling it all up behind a high dam at once, 
in Hells Canyon. 

This, coupled with the higher cost of the high dam and its accompanying 
loss of tax revenues, make me opposed to the high Government dam at Hells 
Canyon. 

ALVIN B. BENSON. 


STATEMENT OF J. G. BICKMORE, OF POCATELLO, IDAHO 


As an individual I have always been taught that the free enterprise system 
was one of the main factors in the phenomenal growth and development of the 
United States. Therefore, the proposal that our Government should construct 
a high dam in Hells Canyon is in opposition to such thinking and I am greatly 
opposed to that plan. Businesswise, it seems foolish to me that the issue of 
public versus private power would even be considered, since the former would 
result in increased taxation to the public. Under the latter plan, private capital 
would construct three low-head dams and ultimately, the Government would 
benefit through taxes paid by private industry. 

Since all of the facts have been given to the Federal Power Commission, 
that body should be permitted to make a determination as to which resource 
development plan would best fit the public interest. This decision should be 
made before any further action by the Congress concerning the now political 
issue of public versus private power. 

As a private citizen, I am unalterably opposed to further encroachment by 
the Government into private enterprise. 

J. G. BICKMORE. 


STATEMENT OPpPoOsING HELLS CANYON DAM oF E. DUANE BINGHAM, EMMETT, 
IDAHO, PRESENTED TO THE SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS IN Boise, IDAHO, APRIL 4, 1955 


Statement by E. Duane Bingham before the Senate Subcommittee on Reclama- 
tion at Boise, Idaho, April 4, 1955. I am chairman of the national affairs com- 
mittee of the Gem County Farm Bureau, whose membership is in excess of 460 
farm families. 

The county farm bureaus are federated members of the State farm bureau. 
The county farm bureaus are the originating group for all State resolutions. 
Kach resolution must not only originate in a county, but must be passed by a 
majority of that county membership. Then the resolution is presented to the 
State convention to be voted upon by representatives from every organized 
county in the State federation. Upon passage, the resolution becomes policy 
for the State federation. Any county not wishing to concur in the State policies 
can secede their membership and cancel their contractual agreement by written 
notice to the board of directors. Our resolutions are reaffirmed from year to 
year, unless they are supplanted or changed by new resolutions. 

In 1952 our resolution reads: “Whereas Hells Canyon is not a reclamation 
project ; is not a flood control project; and complete flood control on Snake River 
above Hells Canyon, can be accomplished by the addition of 2 or 3 upstream 
dams already investigated by the Bureau of Reclamation, and these dams would 
impound flood water for future reclamation.” 
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Whereas private capital is ready and willing to develop power in the lower 
Snake River Valley, and taxes would be paid rather than expended on such 
development; and the economy of our Nation is and always has been based on 
the freedom of private enterprise to develop our natural resources, unhampered 
by Government competition and interference : Therefore be it 

Resolved, That we go on record opposing Hells Canyon Dam. 

In 1953—we resolved: Whereas it is the concensus of opinion that Hells 
Canyon will be developed in the near future, either by private enterprise or by 
the Federal Government: and 

Whereas the project is primarily a power production project ; and 

Whereas we as farmers, having our investment in irrigated land and depend 
upon this land for our income, fear that we might lose some of our present or 
future water rights because of the development of Hells Canyon: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That Congress completely protect our present and future water rights 
against any infringement. 

In 1954 we reaffirm our previous resolutions and resolve : 

Whereas Farm Bureau has long resisted the centralization of Government and 
the present trend to give the Government more authority, which in our opinion, 
will in a few short years take away our free enterprise system: Be it 

Resolved, That the Idaho Farm Bureau aggressively support the development 
of our natural resources by private enterprise when practical or feasible; and 
also 

We recommend to the State of Idaho and the Federal Government a policy of 
storing water in upstream areas rather than by large downstream dams. 

Our policy is not always against Federal projects, but we feel that they should 
be used only where private capital, local government, or interstate compacts are 
unable or unwilling to develop our natural resources for the best interests of the 
local citizenry. I wish to thank you for the opportunity of appearing and pre- 
senting the opinion of Gem County Farm Bureau membership. 


STATEMENT OF DAVE BIVENS, FARMER AND STOCKMAN, PAYETTE, IDAHO 


I am Dave Bivens, a farmer and stockman living 4 miles south of Payette, 
Idaho. I object to any proposal to use tax money to build a power project 
in Hells Canyon or any other place when the job can be done equally well or 
better by taxpaying private enterprise. 

We all know what a staggering tax load we carry, in direct taxes alone. 
It is estimated that all taxes combined, hidden and direct, take about a third 
of one’s income, Taxes boost the cost of the equipment that a farmer must 
buy, thus making it more difficult for him to operate profitably. In my opinion, 
the tremendous money requirements of Federal Government are a most serious 
threat to our economic welfare, and even to our very freedom. 

I believe the expansion of government into business, the increasing of indebted- 
ness, the increasing of taxes must stop. American government was never 
intended to go into the power business or any other kind of business. Imagine 
a Government-operated farm enjoying tax exemption and other privileges and 
operating in competition with privately owned farms. The land is just as much 
a natural resource as the water. 

Idaho Power Co. proposes to build three large hydroelectric projects in Hells 
Canyon. Federal Power Commission staff and other engineers have testified 
that the company’s plans are sound and assure full and comprehensive develop- 
ment. When these are in operation they will pay about $10 million a year in 
taxes. We need the power and we obviously need the tax money to help meet 
commitments of government. 

We are tired of the delays—the political controversy. We want action. We 
want a Federal Power Commission decision. After all, the Federal Power Com 
mission was established by Congress to pass on such matters. We await that 
decision so we can proceed with our development. Less interference by Federal 
power fanatics in neighboring States would be appreciated. 


STATEMENT OF BLACK CANYON FARMERS UNION LocaL No. 200, SIGNED By PAUL 
SCHLITZ, PRESIDENT; LOREN C. PApGeTtT, Vick PRESIDENT; LEON M. HENDRICKS, 
SECRETARY-TREASURER ; AND DALE EINKELIG, LEGISLATIVE DIRECTOR 


We, the undersigned officials of the, Black Canyon Farmers Union Local No. 
200, favor the high dam in the Hells Canyon area of the Snake River for the 
following reasons: 
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1. The high dam will furnish power at a rate attractive to industry which is 
needed for economic reasons in Idaho. Industry will furnish employment and 
pay taxes to build our roads and support our schools. 

2. Would conserve floodwater and help to maintain an even flow for down- 
stream power dams. 

3. Power from a Government-constructed dam would be available to co-ops. 

4. The high dam will pay for itself in 50 years. 

5. Upstream water rights for irrigation are protected better by the Hells 
Canyon bill than they would be if a private utility is allowed to build several 
smal) dams. 

These are some of the reasons why the large majority of the members of this 
organization favor the high dam in Hells Canyon. 

Very sincerely yours, 
PAUL ScHILtz, President. 
LoreEN C. PADGETT, 
Vice President. 
Leon M. HENnprIcKs, 
Secretary-Treasurer. 
DALE EINKELIG, 
Legislative Director. 


STATEMENT OF BLACK CANYON WATER UseERS’ ASSOCIATION, NEW PLYMOUTH, 
IDAHO, SIGNED BY GORDON BENNETT, PRESIDENT, AND THREE OTHERS 


The Black Canyon Water Users’ Association favors construction of the high 
dam at Hells Canyon by the Federal Government, as being a sound investment 
for the future, and as part of a comprehensive plan of development, will result 
in a more efficient use of our water resources: Provided, That all upstream 
water rights are fully protected, and Provided, The State of Idaho is allocated the 
greater portion of the power generated at Hells Canyon. 

GorDON BENNETT, President. 
MIKE Derie, Vice President. 
GeorGE DoHNER, Secretary. 
ALBERT Kornzon, Treasurer. 





STATEMENT OF THE BLACKFOOT CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, OF BLACKFOOT, IDAHO 


We understand that hearings on whether Hells Canyon should be developed 
by the Federal Government or private enterprise have been completed before 
the Federal Power Commission which is expected to hand down a decision some 
time this year. 

We also understand that several bills (S. 1333, Morse; H. R. 4719, Pfost; H. R. 
4730, Green: H. R. 4739, Magnuson; and H. R. 4740, Metcalf) have been or 
will be introduced before the Senate and the House. It would appear that these 
bills could have considerable bearing on the operation of the Federal Power 
Commission. 

In view of the fact that the Federal Power Commission was set up for the 
purpose of making decision such as that involved in the Hells Canyon question, 
we firmly believe that the ultimate decision should be left entirely in the hands 
of the Commission and that such legislation should be defeated. 

This is in line with action taken by the Blackfoot Chamber of Commerce in 
March of 1952, when our membership by a large majority, objected to the Federal 
construction of a high dam in Hells Canyon. We still believe that the Nation 
cannot afford construction of such a dam; that a Federal dam cannot be oper- 
ated as economically as it can by private enterprise; that Federal control of 
power and water jeopardizes States rights; that we can ill afford to lose the 
taxes private enterprise would pay if it developed Hells Canyon and which is 
definitely not paid by Federal agencies of similar nature; and that above all, 
Federal construction and operation of Hells Canyon is one more step in the 
direction of a socialistic trend which can only lead to the destruction of free 
enterprise and the American way of life if allowed to continue. 

Huex Tuonry, President. 
ELMER TAYLOR, 
Chairman, National Affairs Committee. 
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STATEMENT OF J. B. BLACKHURST, MANAGER, BANNOCK TITLE ABSTRACT COMPANY, 
POCATELLO, IDAHO 


I am very much opposed to the Federal Government building the Hells Canyon 
Dam on the Snake River for the following reason : 

I feel that the waters of the Snake River and its tributaries are very important 
to the economy oi the entire State of Idaho, and I hate to see it tampered with 
in any way. 

For the further reason that I am very definitely opposed to the Federal 
Government in business and think we have gone too far socialistically already. 

For the further reason, I am not in favor of the Government spending more 
tax money when we are already so heavily in debt and there is plenty of private 
money ready and available for this type of utility. 

And finally for the reason that we should wait for a decision from the Federal 
Power Commission on their investigation. 


STATEMENT OF SENATOR ADAM H. BLACKSTOCK, STATE SENATOR OF OWYHEE 
CounTY, MARSING, IDAHO 


I wish to voice my opposition to a high dam at Hells Canyon to be built at 
Government expense. 

Privately owned utilities operate much more efficiently, giving better service 
and paying taxes to help operate local units of government. 

The interests of Idaho would be better served by permitting private capital to 
construct the three low-head dams in this area, which would generate as much 
power as the high dam, according to the information I have, and would not 
endanger upstream water rights. 

I am an officer of an irrigation district which pumps water from Snake River 
and can state that the Snake River has not had any extreme fluctuation in 
recent years, although some years the flow has been lower than average. 

Better utilization of this flow can be made by the proposed three low-head dams, 
in my opinion, and construction of the same should be authorized as soon as 
possible. 


STATEMENT OF THE BLUE MOUNTAIN District CouNncrn or LUMBER AND SAWMILL 
WorkKeEkS, BAKER, OREG., SIGNED BY R. T. CHANDLER, SECRETARY 


The Blue Mountain District Council of Lumber and Sawmill Workers, made 
up of 3,000 members in 20 local unions of loggers, sawmill and factory workers 
of the lumber industry in the eastern Oregon and western Idaho section of the 
country surrounding Hells Canyon, respectfully submit the following brief 
statement for the record in the Joint Congressional Interior Subcommittee hear 
ing being held in Boise, Idaho, on April 4, 1955: 

From as far back as 1947, and at numerous times since, the delegates repre- 
senting the affiliated local unions have instructed this council to support the 
necessary legislation to bring about full development at the Hells Canyon site 
on the Snake River, by a federally constructed high dam. 

Consistent with these actions, this organization wishes to again be on record 
in favor of legislation which will bring about this full development and hereby 
urges that the Hells Canyon project be authorized by this session of Congress. 


STATEMENT OF I. E. Bott, MAyor, Crry or EMMETT, IDAHO 


This letter is written to you as mayor of the city of Emmett, Idaho, and it is 
strictly a_personal comment since limitations of time do not permit an official 
expression of our city council. I am confident they would concur in my expres- 
sion at their first opportunity. 

I am definitely opposed to a high Federal Hells Canyon Dam on the Snake 
River. The reasons for this opinion are numerous but basically it is founded on 
a sincere belief that free enterprise should be encouraged when it is ready, 
willing and able to do the job. The Idaho Power Co. meets these qualifications 
and merits our confidence. 

Also, I am a fruit farmer as well as local manager of the Hogue Packing Co., 
Emmett, Idaho, and I am personally acquainted with the priceless value of 
water. I am thoroughly convinced that our Idaho irrigation water rights would 
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be placed in jeopardy with a Federal Dam in the Snake River. Various pre- 


cedents over the United States substantiate the Superiority of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, even over State irrigation water rights, when conflicting interests of 
the Federal Government and the States arise. There is no sound or just reason 
to imperil Idaho irrigation water rights merely because Hells Canyon has become 
a political pawn 

The schedule of hearings established by your subcommittee seem to be devised 
to hear the political and economic interests of Washington and Oregon, rather 
than the “down-to-earth” feelings of the Idaho dirt farmers. The southern 
[Idaho farmers have a tremendous stake in this controversy and they should be 
given ample opportunity to be heard at the grassroots level. A short session 
at Boise, Idaho, certainly does not provide an opportunity for the southern 
Idaho farmer to be adequately heard 


STATEMENT OF BONNEVILLE CoUNTY POMONA GRANGE No. 18, IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO, 
SIGNED BY JULIUS A. LUDWIG, MASTER 


IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO, March 25, 1955. 
Mr. W. E. ADAMS, 
Vaster, Idaho State Grange. 

DEAR Mr. ADAM: The six subordinate granges in Pomona No. 18 are as much 
opposed to the Hells Canyon Dam as they have been in the past. 

We feel that we are expressing the opinion of the greater majority of the 
people in southeastern Idaho, and in any action the State grange representa- 
tives may take at any hearings in regard to the Hells Canyon Dam, we urge 
you to speak for us accordingly. 

Juuttus A. Lupwie, 
Master, Booneville Co. Pomona No. 18. 


STATEMENT OF Roy L. Boyer, Route 1, GoopING, IDAHO 


I would like to go on record as being opposed to the Federal Government 
building a dam at Hells Canyon, for the following reasons, 

Contrary to the statements of the proponents of this bill our water rights 
could not be called safe and secure, because being a Federal project any clause 
or clauses could be wiped out at any time by Congress. We all know that 
most of the power generated from this project would go to Washington, Ore- 
gon, and northern California. In the event of a shortage of water, to the 
point where irrigation here in southern Idaho would have to be cut short or 
else the generators at this project be cut out or partially cut out, what chance 
would we in southern Idaho have, we being politically insignificant compared 
to the much greater population supplied electricity by the generators of Hells 
Canyon. 

I do not feel that the Government should infringe on any business, or go into 
competition against any business or private enterprise. Competition is a wonder- 
ful and often a valuable thing but not when it comes from the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

As long as private enterprise stands ready, able, and willing to do the job, I 
cannot see where our Government can possibly justify themselves for spend- 
ing millions of the taxpayers’ money on this same project. Those projects which 
are multiple in character, those that are primarily for irrigation, and flood 
control and to which the generation of electricity is only incidental, are the ones 
the Government should build. Hells Canyon is not such a dam. The irrigation 
benefits from it are negligible and it is entirely in the wrong place for flood con- 
trol. It is primarily a project for the generation of hydroelectricity. 

My dictionary defines “communism” as “the doctrine of the common owner- 
ship of the means of production.”” Common ownership is of course Govern- 
ment ownership because our Government is our common representative, and 
hydroelectricity is most certainly a means of production. Therefore in view 
of the fact that we are fighting communism, and at a great expense, all over 
the world, I think our Congress could well adopt the slogan “less Government 
in business and more business in Government,” and let such monstrosities as 
Hells Canyon alone. 
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STATEMENT OF THE IDAHO STATE LEGISLATIVE BOARD, BROTHERHOOD OF LOCOMOTIV! 
FIREMEN AND ENGINEMEN 


(By Lester B. Allison, chairman) 


Gentlemen, as chairman of our Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and 
Knginemen legislative committee of the State of Idaho, I wish to state, that 
we are highly in favor of the building of the high dam at Hells Canyon by the 
Federal Government, for several reasons 

First: I would say for the defense of our country, as of now, we have a power 
shortage in the Northwest and in the event of war, will need the added power 
that can be produced by storing the floodwaters of the Snake River behind the 
dam at Hells Canyon, to be released during the low water period to firm up 
the prime power of all the Government dams on the Columbia River below. 

We are all aware that our potential military force of manpower means very 
littke without the industrial capacity to produce the machinery of war, in 
which electricity played a major part in World War II, especially in gaining the 
supremacy of the air. As the processing of aluminum ore requires a great 
amount of electricity and without the Government projects that were com 
pleted before and during World War II we could not have produced the air- 
power necessary to terminate the war as soon as we did. 

Second: From the standpoint of the people of the State of Idaho, we need 
Hells Canyon and Government power to break the monopoly of the Idaho Power 
Co. by setting up a yardstick to measure the cost of producing and distributing 
electric power. It is better that we have public ownership of industry than 
to have State ownership by monopoly. 

Third: We need low cost Government power for the purpose of pumping 
water on many reclamation projects in Idaho. Also, I would like to call your 
attention to the Mountain Home project, which is, and properly so, tied in with 
Hells Canyon, by setting aside a portion of the power revenues to help pay 
the cost of bringing the water from the Payette River watershed to the Boise 
River watershed to supplement the Boise Valley project and release the water 
behind the Anderson Ranch Dam for the Mountain Home project. 

There are those who contend that we have a farm surplus and more land 
under irrigation is not needed. jut when we examine statistics concerning 
the growth of our population, we can readily see in the not too distant future 
that this project will be needed. 

We also need cheap Government electric power so we can develop our re 
sources, especially phosphate, which we have in abundance in the eastern part 
of our State, used not only to improve the production of agriculture in Idaho 
but the entire United States as well. 

The contention of some people that storing water in the upper reaches of the 
Snake River for irrigation purposes will dry up the river is without scientific 
knowledge, as those who have made a study of it, and observed over the years, 
know this to be untrue and scientists have proved that at least 80 percent of the 
water turned out on the land in any given watershed will return later in the 
season. The more water used in irrigation, will assist, not only in the flood con- 
tol but also in firming up prime power for the projects below. 

Without any personal benefits involved, I would like to give you my knowledge, 
by observation, of the Snake River below all of the irrigation projects where 
it enters the canyon 93 miles above the Hells Canyon site. In my 39 years in 
engine service on the Union Pacific Railroad, day in and day out, running 
beside the river, I have observed there is very little change, not only in the flood- 
water period but also in the low-water period. In this time, many thousands 
of acres of land has come under irrigation from the waters of the Snake without 
affecting materially its flow. Therefore, the argument by some, that Snake 
River would be dried up by using the water above for irrigation is absolutely 
unfounded. 

As a loyal citizen of the State of Idaho, I also, would like to see the Snake 
River developed to its greatest potential, for the benefit of the State, itself, 
and for the rest of the Nation. 


62506—55— A 4 
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STATEMENT OF THE BUHL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, BUHL, IDAHO, 
SIGNED BY BoypD ROLFE, PRESIDENT 


The Buhl, Idaho, Chamber of Commerce, an organization whose purpose is to 
develop the commercial, cultural and agricultural interests of the west end of 
Twin Falls County, did, on the 28th day of March, unanimously adopt the follow- 
ing position regarding the scheduled hearings by the Joint Interior and Insular 
Affairs Committee of the United States Congress in Idaho, Washington, and 
Oregon to gain grassroots opinion on the proposed construction of a high Federal 
dam at Hells Canyon. 

The Federal Power Commission has completed hearings, the longest and most 
complete in the history of the Commission, on the application of the Idaho 
Power Co. to construct three low-head dams in lieu of the high Federal dam. 
At these hearings all parties had adequate opportunity to present testimony 
and be heard. It is quite obvious the present hearings have to other purpose 
than to divert attention from the forthcoming decision of the Federal Power 
Commission. 

The Buhl Chamber of Commerce voices further opposition to the conduct of 
the hearings in that a 3-hour hearing in Boise on the morning of April 4, is 
totally inadequate from the standpoint of time and location to get a true and 
accurate grassroots opinion of the people of the Snake River Valley. It is these 
people who are most directly and vitally affected by any decision regarding 
Hells Canyon and yet your committee would ignore that segment of people and 
not give them adequate chance to be heard. 

Finally, as long as Federal dam at Hells Canyon cannot guarantee the per- 
manent water rights to the farmers in the irrigation districts in the State of 
Idaho unless the Constitution of the United States be amended to guarantee 
that States rights will not be violated, then the Buhl Chamber of Commerce 
does strongly oppose any construction of a high Federal dam at Hells Canyon. 
Water from the Snake River for irrigation in southern Idaho is the lifeblood of 
our economy. A high Federal dam which by constitutional right and historical 
Supreme Court decisions would have priority of water, would be diametrically 
opposed to our welfare as a State. 

Attest: 

WANDA B. ELKIN, Secretary. 


STATEMENT, OPPOSING HELLS CANYON DAM, OF BUHL GRANGE 
No. 214, SIGNED BY DEAN C. SMITH, MASTER 


Be it known that Buhl Grange No. 214 goes on record that they are definitely 
opposed to United States Government building Hells Canyon Dam. 
Submitted by Richard W. Morgan. 


STATEMENT OF THE BurGESS CANAL & IRRIGATION Co., SIGNED BY Srtx DIRECTORS 


Apri 4, 1955. 
Hon. JAMES BE. Murray, 
United States Senator, 
Chairman, Senate Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
Boise, Idaho 

DeaR SENATOR Murray: The Burgess Canal & Irrigation Co., which supplies 
water for 22,000 acres of land in Jefferson and Bonneville Counties owned by 
335 of its stockholders, opposes the passage of Senate bill 1333 authorizing a 
high Federal dam at Hells Canyon. We urge completion of the survey of water 
resources in our upstream mountain watershed area which is presently being 
conducted by the Corps of Engineers, United States Army, Walla Walla office, 
and the immediate construction of several large and small upstream multiple- 
purpose reservoirs which have already been approved as feasible by the corps 
and the Bureau of Reclamation. We favor storing this water in the mountain 
area upstream so it can be used for irrigation in Idaho. Upstream storage also 
provides flood control and permits the use of this same water time and again 
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for power purposes, and it gives us the power in the areas of Idaho where it 
is needed. 
We oppose any Federal high dam at Hells Canyon authorized under existing 
law, as it will interfere with our Idaho water rights. 
Respectfully submitted, 
BurGESS CANAL & IRRIGATION Co., 
By L. L. TAY Lor, 
WAYNE DABELL, 
DEAN GREITING, 
LOWELL R. Hrx, 
ARCHIE CARLSEN, 
D. R. Crystar, Secretary. 


STATEMENT OF FRED E. BURGESS, VALE, OREG. 
















As a private citizen I protest a high dam at Hells Canyon for the following 
reason. Low dams whether built by the Government or private enterprise make 
but little difference, a high dam would be a shortsighted mistake. 

My parents settled one-fourth mile from Snake River many years ago. In 
early days it was not unusual to be able to catch fish in the barrow pit of the 
county road. Many of the floods were caused by ice jams in the Canyons and 
most often at low water caused by subzero weather, followed by a quick breakup 
Most of earlier high watermarks no doubt were placed there by ice breakups. 

Oregon’s resource committee now have plans to take care of all the floodwater 
above Hells Canyon in Oregon. Idaho has plans similar to Oregon. 

Anyone familiar with soil and water conservation knows that the place to stop 
erosion is high up in the watershed. Water conservationists all know the 
value of these well-placed dams lying above irrigated lands. Once it has by- 
passed its potential use it is gone forever. This would be the case when stored 
in Hells Canyon. 

Our underground water is constantly being drained off by pump irrigation. 
The only way to assure a steady underground flow is stored water that finds its 
way through the underground crevices from higher altitudes. Small rese 
voirs in the mountain areas are the only possible source of maintaining a steady 
flow. 

The United States Department of Interior fishery leaflet 27 (1945), and leaflet 
17 (1951) places the value of small reservoirs and farm ponds at 200 pounds 
of fish per square acre of water. This is equal to most land values for food 
production. 

In most places the land where reservoirs and ponds would be built has little 
or no value for farming and grazing. (Why not make use of it?) 

It is a well-established fact that is known to all Army and reclamation en- 
gineers and persons who are familiar with water use, that 40 percent of all 
impended water returns to the streambed. The other 60 percent if not used for 
irrigation could be released during the summer months, thus supplementing 
the regular stream flow in the same manner as a high dam would. 

I have had 22 years experience as an irrigation farmer, 9 of these years an 
irrigation district director. From this backlog of experiences I can safely say 
and invite any one to prove that what I have said is not correct and feasible. 


























STATEMENT OF THE BURLEY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
BURLEY, IDAHO, By DONALD CHISHOLM 


I am Donald Chisholm representing the Burley Chamber of Commerce, Burley, 
Idaho. 

We first want to state that we are in favor of the production of additional 
hydroelectric power on Snake River. We oppose however the construction of a 
high dam at Hells Canyon by the Federal Government, either through the Bureau 
of Reclamation or the Army engineers and wish to set forth our reasons for 
opposing this construction : 

1. The cost of constructing a high dam such as contemplated at Hells Canyon 
has proven to be excessive in other localities when carried on by Government 
departments. 

2. We believe several small dams constructed by private industry can furnish 
approximately the same amount of hydroelectric power that will be available to 
the same territory at considerable less cost and at no cost to the taxpayers. 
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8. We are opposed to the Federal Government entering into competitive busi- 
ness when it is possible for private enterprise to perform the same functions. 

We are also opposed to a Government authority patterned after TVA to con- 
trol the waters of Snake River for the reason that in the event such an author- 
itv should be authorized and such a dam constructed in Hells Canyon as is con- 
templated and there should not be sufficient downstream flow for its operation, 
such an authority could require release of water from above and thus curtail 
beneficial use that now prevails under applicable State or other laws in these 
upper areas, thus jeopardizing all irrigation water rights of Snake River 

It being a recognized fact that five-sixths of the floodwater of the lower Colum- 
bia River originates from the Clearwater and Salmon Rivers rather than the 
Snake, flood control is not an important factor in the consideration of the con- 
struction of Hells Canyon Dam 

For the people of Idaho to consider or consent to the relinquishment of any 
part of their rights in Snake River would be tantamount to giving up their 
birth right. 


STATEMENT OF BURLEY IRRIGATION District, 223 EAST MAIN STREET, 
BURLEY, IDAHO, PRESENTED BY W. F. RICHINS 


My name is W. F. Richins. I am a farmer and my address is Route 1, Burley, 
Idaho. Iam a member of the board of directors of the Burley Irrigation District 
and have been since 19338. 

The Burley Irrigation District irrigates 48,000 acres of land in Cassia County, 
Idaho, formerly known as the pumping division of the Minidoka project which 
was constructed by the United States Reclamation Service. In 1926 a contract 
Was entered in between the United States and the Burley Irrigation Ditsrict 
turning the project over to the water users. Besides a rural population of over 
$000 there are 2 cities on the project, the largest being Burley with a popula- 
tion of over 7,000. This project is highly developed and in a full state of culti- 
vation. 

The water for this project is diverted at Minidoka Dam on Snake River. A 
canal carrying 1,200 second-feet of water takes out there. 

The water users of the Burley Irrigation District by action of their board of 
directors have adopted resolutions opposing the proposed Hells Canyou Dam. 

The future development and prosperity of southern Idaho depends upon the 
full utilization for beneficial uses of the waters of the Snake River and its 
tributaries. 

We are definitely opposed to any limitations on the future development in 
Idaho. In addition to our concern about future development we are concerned 
regarding our existing rights. We feel that these rights and the rights to be 
acquired are in jeopardy by this proposed project which completely omits irri- 
gation and reclamation. 


STATEMENT OF F, A. Burton, District MANAGER OF POCATELLO FLtour MILLs, 
POCATELLO, IDAHO 


Personally, and as manager of a flour mill, I have used electrical power sup- 
plied by the Idaho Power Co. since 1917. 
adequate power for our needs at a reasonable rate. 

We are anxious to see the Idaho Power Co. permitted to build additional power 
sites to meet the ever-increasing needs of southern Idaho. 

We are unalterably opposed to the construction of a high dam at Hell’s Canyon 
by our Government, with tax money, when the Government is already loaded with 


At all times we have been supplied 


a debt requiring almost unbearable tax to service it. The Idaho Power Co. is 
ready to build, with their own money and then pay taxes on the property, three 
dams which we are convinced will better serve Idaho than one high dam: and 
we believe they will have at least equal value with a high dam to the entire 
Nation. 

Our faith in the American way of life will be materially restored if your com- 
mittee can find some way to terminate the continuous delays and hearings which 
have delayed the construction of plants now needed for the progress of Idaho. 




















HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON O79 










STATEMENT OF C, CALHOUN, BUHL, IDAHO 


My name is C. Calhoun and I reside on an irrigated farm of 100 acres 2! 
southwest of Buhl, Idaho. 


I would like to present before this board my beliefs and convictions in the 


» miles 


present controversy between the proponents of a federally constructed and 
operated power generating unit at Hells Canyon, Idaho, and those who believe 
that private ownership and operation is to be preferred. 

I do not believe that the generation of electric power for the expanding indus 


try of this area, or the so-called cheapening of power rates to the consumer is 


prime factor in this bid by the public owned utilities advocates to 


t 


al 


gain posses 


sioi of this site. I believe that the moving force behind the scenes is a determi 
nation on the part of certain political groups to place the entire economic life 
of certain areas in the hands of a governmental agency which could, at its wi 
control every phase of that area. 


and 


This is the key move which would lose to us forever the right to control 


egulate the disposition of the greatest permanent natural resourse within our 


State, the water of our rivers. Without this control by the State of Idaho the 
opportunity to continue development of the agricultural potential of our d 


iesert 
land comes to a standstill. We cannot allow the power generated by our streams 
or the very water itself siphoned off for the benefit of more politically powerful 


ireas 

I do not believe in placing in the hands of our political representatives in Wash 

gton the economic life of our land. The political beliefs which are paramount 
in our Nation’s Capital today may not exist 20 vears hence. Therefore he who 
would place his very way of life in the hands of men who know not! 
less about his well-being, is indeed building his house of straw. 

The entire argument for Federal control of the Hells Canyon site is political 
in nature and not founded on economic facts, Therefore we must argue it 
merits from this viewpoint. 


1ing and care 


~ 


We dare not surrender to the unknown politician of the future. Our State is 
and perhaps always will be, weak in political strength at our Nation’s Capital 
To deliver into the hands of Congress the right to regulate the domestic affairs 
within our boundaries is to invite the bartering away of the very life blood of 
our people. 

The water flowing in our streams in Idaho is perhaps the greatest permanent 
asset we have. We must maintain complete control of this agricultural neces 
sity if we are to progress in the permanent development of our State. Every 
drop of water which can be stored or diverted for reclamation purposes should 
be guarded and put to use. The developing and maintaining of the family-type 
farm is to preserve what is perhaps the greatest reservoir of moral and social 
values left in the United States today. The large corporate farming enterprise 
does not lend itself well to community or social betterment. The city dwelling 
owners, the slum-type day laborers, do little to encourage the better rural living 
which is the very backbone of the American way of life. We must not let the 
future development of our intensely formed irrigated tracts, with their definite 
advantages in ownership and civie pride, be shunted aside for the furtherance of 
politically dominated groups. 

This is no longer a battle of economic principles but rather a battle between 
two ways of life which has been transferred to our doors. 

Let us pause here to consider the vast studies taken by science in the crea- 
tion of nuclear power or perhaps we should say atomic energy in the field of 
power generation. We have only glimpsed the possibilities of the future in 
this field. Is it not possible that by the time such monstrosities as here pro- 
posed by the advocates of public power could be brought into reality they would 
he as obsolete as the ox yoke or the model T Ford? I well recall men building 
livery stables when the streets in front of their barns were thronged with auto- 
mobiles. Could not the puny minds of the backers of this measure be wallow- 
ing in the same rut? 

Should we, perhaps leave our streams of the future cluttered with these use- 
less wrecks of concrete and steel while the taxpayers struggle on and on trying 
to pay for this monument to folly? 

Latest statement by scientists of Atomic Energy Commission is that the next 
5 years may well see an entire change in the generating of electric power 

The difference in cost of electric power sold by a public power system and one 
privately operated would be negligible to the farms and small-business man of 
Idaho. I doubt very much if the retail price of any given article which might 
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be manufactured in our area would be changed appreciably by supplying large 
blocks of industrial power at subsidized rates. The large manufacturer would 
indeed profit, but his selling price would be in conformity with goods produced 
elsewhere, and we of this area would be the actual losers through the taxes 
necessary to maintain these cheap rates. 

If the farmer of Idaho will but turn his ear to the wind he can hear the pad- 
ding footfalls of the goon squads of socialism. Look into the corners of the 
earth and see the sniveling creatures who were once proud nations. Whistle, 
if you can, your way past the graveyards of millions who placed their faith in a 
political hierarchy who promised Utopia on earth, the abundant cost of free 
life. Do the slave camps of Siberia hold an attraction for you which makes 
you long to dispense with our American way of life? 

Let us hold to these freedoms granted us by our Constitution. Once lost 
they can never be recovered. 


STATEMENT OF CANYONSIDE GRANGE 


Canyonside Grange, Inc., No. 126 has repeatedly gone on record as opposed to 
the construction of a Government high dam at Hells Canyon. The grange 
believes Government should not compete with private enterprise where private 
capital can do the job, also that there is not enough flow in the Snake River to 
justify such a large outlay of taxpayers’ money as the high dam would require. 

ARTHUR SUHR, 
Master, Canyonside Grange, 


STATEMENT OF ALBERT CARLSEN, OF BLACKFOOT, IDAHO 


I appreciate the opportunity to make a statement in opposition to the construc- 
tion of a Federal dam at Hells Canyon on the Snake River in Idaho. 

I am opposed to the project for the following reasons : 

1. I am a citizen of southern Idaho, an area whose entire economy is based 
on our water supply. Every major ditch company, water users organization, and 
farm bureau in the area are opposed to the Federal Government building a power 
dam on the lower Snake River, which must depend on its water supply orig- 
inating in Wyoming and southern Idaho. It is the opinion of the best legal 
minds in the area that under our Constitution, as interpreted by the Supreme 
Court, language cannot be written into the bill which will adequately protect 
our water rights. I am unalterably opposed to any program, public or private, 
which does not, without question, protect the water rights of the citizens of 
Idaho. 

2. Private capital is ready and willing to develop the Hells Canyon stretch 
of the Snake River. The merits of the private development versus Government 
development are now before the Federal Power Commission for decision. Under 
no circumstances should Congress consider legislation for a single dam at Hells 
Canyon until a ruling has been handed down by the Federal Power Commission. 

3. Within the next 12 months southern Idaho will be using power from a 
steam plant in Utah. We are in need of power now. It has been reliably 
reported that the first privately built and financed dam can be in operation 
within 18 months and all 3 dams can be completed in 38 months; whereas it is 
not at all certain Congress will ever authorize an expenditure of the taxpayers 
money for a Federal dam at Hells Canyon, and at best, many months will pass 
before an authorization can be obtained. If and when Congress should authorize 
a dam at Hells Canyon, testimony brought out at the Federal Power Commis- 
sion hearings indicates that at least 6 years will elapse before any power will 
be generated and at least 10 years will be required to complete the project. 

4. In view of the great strides made in the field of atomic energy it is entirely 
possible that dams such as Hells Canyon will be obsolete before the 10 years 
necessary for construction has elapsed. 

5. In view of the possibility of atomic warfare, just good commonsense dictates 
a decentralization of our powerplants and war industries to the greatest possible 
degree. Certainly 3 dams to control the flow of the Snake River will be much 
safer than 1 dam, which if struck by an atomic bomb would destroy countless 
lives and millions of dollars worth of property. In addition the war indus- 
tries dependent upon Hells Canyon power would no doubt be out of commission 
for years. 
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6. I am opposed in principle to the Federal Government going into any busi- 
ness in competition with its citizens, who necessarily must furnish the Goy- 
ernment with the taxes to carry on its legitimate functions. 

Thank you for allowing me to present this statement. 


STATEMENT OF JACK CARLTON, MELBA, IDAHO 


I feel that the natural resources of Idaho belong to Idaho and should be 
developed by free enterprise for the good of the people of our area. 

I would also like to go on record as opposing the Government spending the 
taxpayers’ money for a high dam in Snake River, when private enterprise is 
ready and able to develop this area at a fraction of the cost estimated for a 
high Government dam. 

Having lived on the Snake River for the past 20 years, I am well acquainted 
with the flow and fluctuation. The people of Idaho have greatly benefited from 
the progress made by private enterprise serving power to the area. I believe 
that further development of the area can best be made by private enterprise 
and that permission should be granted as soon as possible to build the three pro- 
posed low head dams in Hells Canyon. 

I believe that politics have been involved in this issue long enough. 


STATEMENT OF NEIL H. CARLTON, OF BoIse, IDAHO 


We are in favor of the Idaho power proposal for development of the Snake 
River. We would very much like to see prompt action taken to get this matter 
settled once and for all. 


STATEMENT OF RAMON S. CARLTON, PROPRIETOR OF CARLTON’S CAPITOL GROCERY, 
Bose, IDAHO 


I am not in favor of Hells Canyon Dam because the Government has not busi- 
ness being in business. Reasons: taxes, free enterprise and unfair competition. 
Why should be subsidize the power industry ? 


. 


STATEMENT OF ELEANORE E. CARROLL, O. M. CARROLL, AND PETER CooK, BAKER, 
OREG. 


A high Federal dam at Hells Canyon is the only way the Snake River can be 
properly and fully developed. 

It is important for power, flood control, irrigation, and other benefits, but I 
am particularly interested in the tremendous tourist and recreational area it 
would open up. Hells Canyon, one of the scenic wonders of America, is now 
virtually closed off to the people of this country. Hells Canyon would open it 
up. Millions of people from all over American would visit this beautiful and 
awesome scenic area. 

The 93-mile long reservoir would be a fishing and boating playground for the 
people of the Northwest. A boat trip down into Hells Canyon on this great 
reservoir would be an experience no one could forget. 

Let’s open this great resource up to the people of America by authorizing this 
Hells Canyon bill. 


STATEMENT OF WILLIAM M. CARSON, WEISER, IDAHO 


My reason for being here this morning is to register opposition to any Fed- 
eral high dam in the Snake River Canyon, known as the Hells Canyon area. 

I have been a rancher and farmer in Idaho for 40 years, in fact I own at pres 
ent a 180-acre farm on the bank of this Snake River and the irrigation water 
comes directly from this stream, 

At present I am a commissioner of flood control, district No. 3, for the Weiser 
River Basin. I am also a director of the sugar beet growers association in this 
area. 

I mention the above to advise you that I am well aware of the importance of 
adequate water for this upper Snake Valley. 
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Sometime back, the Army engineers held meetings in the upper Snake regions 
with regard to upstream storage. To me this seems very sensible for more 
reasons than one. For instance adequate irrigation water, flood control, ete. 
If such a program could be carried out, runoff would be limited and flood control 
achieved If runoff is limited, power generation would naturally drop on any 
high dam and in the final analysis we would find one project conflicting with the 
other 

I feel confident private industry can and will develop all the power possible 
through their proposed program. When this is done our northwest power grid, 
or pool will receive as many benefits, and we in this area (Idaho and eastern 
Oregon) will have adequate water for the years ahead. 


















STATEMENT OF THE CASCADE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, CASCADE, IDAHO 






The Cascade Chamber of Commerce is in direct opposition to the Government’s 
proposed Hells Canyon project. The members feel that this is bringing CVA in 
the back door instead of through the front door. 

ROBERT GARDNER, Jr., President. 
ERNIE KNEE, Secretary. 












——— 











STATEMENT OF THE CASCADE JUNIOR CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, REPRESENTED BY 
HAROLD YOUNG, OF CASCADE, IDAHO 
















The Cascade Junior Chamber of Commerce is in opposition to the Federal 
Government constructing and operating power dams in competition with or in 
replacement of private industry. 






FrepertcK Y. THurMAN, President. 
Haroip YOUNG, Repre sentative. 









STATEMENT OF JASPER CASE, OF GLENNS FERRY, IDAHO 





I wish to state that I feel the Government should not undertake any develop- 
ment that private business is willing and able to do. The Federal Power Com- 
mission has recently completed hearings to answer this problem. A private 
utility has applied to that body to develop the Hells Canyons area of the Snake 
River and I feel that their three-dam proposal will accomplish all purposes at 
about one-third of the cost of a high dam, with no cost being borne by the tax- 
payers. I also think that no congressional action should be taken until the 
Federal Power Commission has made its decision. 

Therefore, I urge that this subcommittee do nothing that will interfere with 
or delay a decision by the Federal Power Commission on this matter. 













STATEMENT OPPOSING HELLS CANYON DAM, oF CASTLEFORD GRANGE No. 424, 
SIGNED BY FRED W. KocH, MASTER 







Castleford Grange No. 424 is on record opposing the building of the Govern- 
ment Hells Canyon Dam. 





FRED W. Kocnu, 
Master, Castleford Grange. 







Submitted by Richard Morgan. 








STATEMENT OF CEDAR DRAW GRANGE, BUHL, IDAHO 





This is in answer to the Idaho-Lewis County Pomona resolution on the Snake 
River reclamation. 

We, the Cedar Draw Grange, wish to reaffirm our previous stand that we are 
in favor of a private company enterprise instead of a Federal high dam at 
Helis Canyon. We feel reclamation rights should supersede all power rights. 

LONNIE Moore, Master. 
Don R. Hicks, 
Mrs. LoNNte Moore, Secretary. 
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STATEMENT OF Don R. Hicks, CEDAR DRAW GRANGE, No. 184 


I, Don R. Hicks, am opposed to any high-dam construction at Hells Canyon 
by the United States Government. I feel this construction should be done by 
private enterprise in the democratic way, and let them share in the taxpaying 
I shall also represent Cedar Draw Grange, No. 184, on this stand. 


STATEMENT. OPPOSING HELLS CANYON DAM, BY WILLIAM H. CEDERBERG, 
FirTH, IDAHO 


We maintain two main canals, namely the Great Western Canal and the 
Porter Canal, which both head in Bonneville County on the western bank of 
the Snake River approximately 10 and 2 miles, respectively, north of Idaho Falls, 
Idaho. These canals extend into Bingham County to within about 8 miles north 
of Blackfoot, Idaho. 

Our decrees date back to the year 1886 on the Porter Canal, and to 1891 on 
the Great Western Canal, with flood-right decrees dating from 1916 

The acreage within the district boundaries is approximately 24,000 acres of 
irrigated ground. Numerous small projects and individuals make up another 
12,000 acres, who receive their water through our system on carrying-right 
arrangements. 

I well remember, as a young boy, some of the years with severe water shortages, 
and how our beautiful green crops would turn to an ugly brown under the scorch- 
ing sun. We had canals and ditches, but not enough water to cover our cultivated 
land. 

When the Jackson Dam was built, our district purchased a small block of 
bottom storage space in Jackson Lake. It didn’t give us much relief because 
more dry acres were put under irrigated cultivation each succeeding year. When 
the American Falls Dam was built, our district purchased 32,000 acre-feet of 
space in that reservoir. We thought ourselves well fixed with irrigation water, 
because American Falls Reservoir was downstream from our canals and thus a 
yearly trade agreement had to be negotiated with the owners of Jackson [ake 
storage. However, there was a period of years when the American Falls Lake 
did not fill, so our crops still suffered. 

We were given privilege to rent 16,000 acre-feet of the United States Govern- 
ment-held space in the American Falls Lake, which practically has contiaued 
to this date. 

Now the Palisades Dam is being built, and our district has contracted for a 
good-sized block of that storage space. When Palisades is finished, our stored 
water will be upstream from us instead of downstream—another measure of 
security for the farmers of our district. 

It has taken over 50 years of hard work and much time spent in planning to 
get these water rights secured for those who will follow in our footsteps. 

Now we are faced against the forces of public-power groups, mostly from 
without the boundaries of our State of Idaho, who want our Federal Govern 
ment to spend hundreds of millions of dollars to build a high Hells Canyon Dam, 
that they might enjoy—in their manner of thinking—cheap, tax-free power. 
These public-power groups advocate an administration by a Government 
appointed body, called an authority, over whom we irrigators would have no 
effective jurisdiction. 

The state of Idaho cannot deny the Federal Government its sovereign rights 
to build a high dam at Hells Canyon. If the Federal Government persists in 
building this high dam—which I feel is not in the best interests of upstream 
irrigation rights—what assurance will we have that in case of severe water 
shortage our irrigation-storage rights will be protected? 

Is it not a fact that in event of water shortage, the Government-appointed 
authority of the proposed Hells Canyon Dam would discriminate against the 
irrigation rights of upstream water users in favor of the more-powerful and 
influential power consumers? 

We of this area have worked long and hard, for over 50 years, developing 
the security of water rights for our farms. Must we now see all that we have 
worked for be placed in jeopardy by the actions of pressure groups having selfish 
interests? 
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STATEMENT OF HOBART D, BURNS, SECRETARY, CENTRAL LABOR COUNCIL, 
LEWISTON, IpAHO, APRIL 1, 1955 


This organization, composed of 28 local unions, representing 2,000 members 
and their families, has gone on record favoring the high dam at Hells Canyon 
built by the Federal Government. 

We would rather have the taxpayers’ money used to build this dam than to 
— the taxpayers paying for its construction, plus a profit, to private power 
orever, 


STATEMENT OF TOM CHAMBERLIN, OWNER OF CHAMBERLIN IMPLEMENT CO.,, 
WEISER, IDAHO 


I am opposed to a Federal dam in Hells Canyon. Snake River is our most 
valuable asset for power and irrigation, and I don’t want to forfeit our water 
rights or send our electric power to the coast, we need it here for industry. 


STATEMENT OF CHARLES M, CHASE, NAMPA, IDAHO 


Having observed the Hells Canyon power hearing movement, and studied the 
question in a clear, fair, and unbiased view, I am opposed to the Hells Canyon 
construction in many ways, but mainly because of agriculture. Boise Valley is 
making great strides, likewise the Snake River area. I feel the above movement 
would jeopardize this to the “nth” degree. 


STATEMENT OF Scotr CLARK, CALDWELL, IDAHO 


I am opposed to Hells Canyon legislation because the Federal Power Com- 
mission has made an extensive study on the application by Idaho Power Co. for 
development of the Hells Canyon area and should be allowed to render a decision 
before Federal legislation is again sought for development of this area. 


STATEMENT OF J. VERL CLUFF AND Mrs. VERL CLUFF, OF 821 WEST PINE STREET, 
MERIDIAN, IDAHO 


We are opposed to the Government building a high dam at Hells Canyon. 


STATEMENT OF ALEX O. COLEMAN, St. ANTHONY, IDAHO 


I am Alex O. Coleman, a farmer and stockman of St. Anthony, Idaho. My 
home place consists of a quarter section of land which is irrigated by the waters 
of the North Fork, or Henry’s Fork, of the Snake River, with supplemental wa- 
ter from the Island Park Reservoir of the Fremont-Madison Irrigation District. 

I also operate a small farm in Madison County. The water for this acreage 
is provided by the Teton River which for many years has presented a serious 
flood control problem in the communities through which it passes. 

At the present time I am a member of the committee of nine, which regulates 
and manages the distribution of water for Water District 36. I am a director of 
the Idaho State Reclamation Association, representing the Upper Snake River 
Valley. For the past 15 years I have been a director of the Twin Groves Canal 
and Irrigation Co. which furnishes the larger portion of the natural flow water 
for my farm. 

My entire life by choice has been devoted to agricultural pursuits. My father 
and grandfather were farmers and stockmen. In view of these positions, my oc- 
cupation and my hereditary background, I feel that I can honestly and adequately 
testify before you in opposition to S. 1333, as a representative of my friends and 
neighbors and all others who are interested in the future welfare of the State 
of Idaho. 

Farmers of Idaho are justly proud of the heritage given to them by their 
pioneer predecessors, and it is their desire to pass on to future generations these 
rights and privileges. 
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When Idaho was admitted to the Union as a State, her Constitution was ac- 
cepted by the Members of Congress and Senators from the 42 States of the Union. 
One paragraph of this constitution in particular, grants and regulates the 
right of the use of water within the State. I quote: “Water being essential to 
the industrial prosperity of the State, and all agricultural development through- 
out the greater portion of the State depending upon its just apportionment to, 
and economical use by, those making a beneficial application of the same, its 
control shall be in the State, which, in providing for its use, shall equally guard 
all the various interests involved. All the waters of the State, when flowing in 
their natural channels, including the waters of all natural springs and lakes 
within the boundaries of the State’—I should like you to pay particular atten- 
tion to this clause—“are declared to be the property of the State, whose duty it 
shall be to supervise their appropriation and allotment to those diverting the 
same therefrom for any beneficial purpose, and the right to the use of any waters 
of the State for useful or beneficial purposes is recognized and confirmed; and 
the right to the use of any of the public waters which have heretofore been or 
may hereafter be alloted or beneficially applied, shall not be considered as being 
the property right in itself, but such right shall become’’—and this is important 
“the complement of, or one of the appurtenances of, the land or other thing to 
which, through necessity, said water is being applied: and the right to continue 
the use of any such water shall never be denied or prevented from any cause than 
the failure on the part of the user thereof to pay the ordinary charges or assess- 
ments which may be made to cover the expenses for delivery of such water.” 

Under these guaranties, the farmers of Idaho have felt very secure. But now 
we have a bill introduced in the Senate, S. 1333, which asks the people of Idaho 
to relinquish all the privileges guaranteed them by their State. We feel that 
persons advocating the passage of such a bill are endeavoring to give away 
something which does not legally belong to them. We Idahoans are jealous of 
our States’ natural resources. 

We are unable to understand why the Congressmen and Senators of other 
States have permitted themselves to become parties to a socialistic conspiracy 
to deprive Idaho of its constitutional right to supervise the distribution of its 
water which is our most valuable natural resource. I wonder what these same 
men and their constituents at home would say, and what their reaction would 
be, were our Members of Congress and Senators drawn into an unholy alliance 
to deprive their States of their rights to administer and control their most valu- 
able natural resource? 

Let me draw your attention to my personal reasons for opposing any Dill 
of the nature of the one we are considering today. 

Countless columns in the Congressional Record and other publications have 
been used to amplify the so-called virtues of a Federal Hells Canyon Dam. One 
of the much-publicized issues is the flood control feature. To my knowledge 
these assertions are woefully overdone and highly misleading. As an example, 
during the 1948 flood the highest maximum discharge of Snake River at Oxbow, 
which is the last gaging station above the presently proposed Federal Hells 
Canyon Dam site, was 55,100 second-feet. Now compare these figures of the 
very same time with those of the Salmon River at Whitebird which maximum 
discharge was 103,000 second-feet; and the maximum discharge of the Clear- 
water River at Spalding for the same period was 177,000 second-feet. On which 
river then is the flood control needed? You be the judges! 

If Federal funds are available for flood control purposes, it is logical that 
these funds should be invested on the rivers where flood waters originate. 

So I ask you, is it water for the generating of power that these people are 
asking? Is it flood control these people are wishing to provide? Or is is power 
over the control of water? To my way of thinking, the latter with its many 
ramifications is their objective. To substantiate my questioning of their seem- 
ing sincerity in this matter, may I quote from the late Dr. Carl D. Thompson, 
who for many years prior to his death was employed by the Bonneville Power 
Administration. He made this statement. 

“The movement for public superpower becomes the most vital phase of the 
public ownership movement. The control of electric power * * * will obviously 
earry with it the control of the industries of the Nation, the control of trans- 
portation, of mining, and of agriculture. * * * It will also dominate and deter- 
mine very largely the domestic life of the people. * * * Electric power is the. key 
to the coming civilization. The struggle, therefore, to secure the public owner- 
ship and control of this great strategic resource * * * may yet become the 
supreme issue * * * of America.” 
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Another fallacy of the bill is the claim that it absolutely protects upstream 
water rights This is only sop for the gullible, for if it is enacted with its flood 
control and navigation provisions, the Federal Government under the decisions 
of the United States Supreme will have paramount right and an entirely new 
set of codes would have to be established as our State courts would have no 
jurisdiction whatsoever over our water rights. In other words, we shall have 
given to the Federal Government right to all the waters of the Snake River 
drainage area. The thousands upon thousands of dollars which have been spent 
for clarification of these State rights would have gone down the river with our 


water 

We are fearful that during the lean years of natural moisture, when our reser- 
voirs do not fill, and when big industry has been developed on the lower regions 
of the river, that political pressure could be applied, and that some Federal 
official would say: “Open the gates to the reservoirs as we are desperately in 


need of water for power.” 

Under these conditions it is logical to believe that the Federal Government, 
with from one-half to 1 billion dollars invested in a gigantic power dam would 
be more likely to protect its huge development of subsidized industries than the 
water rights of the citizens of the upper regions of Snake River, inasmuch as 
our voting numbers are numerically small in comparison with the thickly popu- 
lated States of Washington and Oregon. 

Fortunately we have been forewarned, through the attitude of the individuals 
sponsoring this hearing, of the bitter dose they intend to administer to us out- 
side our own territory. We are, if the facts are to be considered, the grass- 
roots of Snake River. 

We had hoped that the will of the people of the Snake River Valley as ex- 
pressed at the last general election in Idaho would be respected. In that valley 
each candidate for office who supported the Hell’s Canyon Dam philosophy was 
overwhelmingly defeated. Such does not seem to be the case. 

We are told by the proponents of the Federal Hells Canyon Dam that it is 
needed “for a greater America.” But is it not true that the welfare of agri- 
culture is the backbone of the State of Idaho and the Nation? 

I ean think of many ways of developing electric power other than by the use 
of water. But there is only one way of producing fat lambs and steers, or 
growing sugar beets, potatoes, and grain. To produce these essential food prod- 
ucts, equally necessary, for making a greater America, we must have water and 
land. Hydroelectric power is a poor substitute for bread and butter. 

Gentlemen, Idahoans are proud of the present form of their State government, 
as you are equally proud of your individual States. Why should we be asked 
to lose our sovereignty? Why should we submit to Federal dictatorship? 

Someone has said, “Free men and free women and free enterprise are the 
fundamental factors in world progress.” 

Gentlemen, I thank you for the consideration you have given me. 


STATEMENT OF E. A. CoLLINs, BRANCH MANAGER, INTERMOUNTAIN EQUIPMENT Co., 
POCATELLO, IDAHO 


I have been following the investigations of the Federal Power Commission 
and am convinced that the basic facts have been brought out in these hearings. 

I feel that the decision of the Federal Power Commission will be for the very 
best developments of the State of Idaho and that this issue should not by any 
means become a political issue. 


STATEMENT OF RALPH J. COMSTOCK, OF POCATELLO, IDAHO 


Being located in southeastern Idaho, engaged in a business largely dependent 
for its successful operation on agriculture and the industrial development of 
this area, I wish to file my protest to the bills now before Congress for the 
authorization of the construction by the Federal Government of a high dam in 
the Hells Canyon area of the Snake River for the following reasons: 

Every irrigation district and organization in the Snake River Valley has 
opposed this proposition for the reason that such a project under the juris- 
diction and control of the Federal Government places in jeopardy the water 
rights upon which agriculture in the Snake River Valley is dependent. 
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Being a firm believer in private enterprise, I cannot justify the construction 
of a purely power project by the Federal Government with taxpayers’ money 
when private enterprise stands ready, willing and able to do the construction 
at less than half the capital investment, which will result in lower rates and a 
substantial tax income to the Government instead of a tax burden to the 
Government. 

The electric power shortage in the northwest United States is well known and 
immediate development of power resources is necessary if power is to be avail- 
able for industrial expansion and development. Exhaustive hearings that have 
been held on the Hells Canyon proposition are unanimous that power to be 
produced by private enterprise can be made available not only at less cost, but 
at a time several years earlier than it could be made available from a Federal 
Government project. 

The possibility of a high dam at Hells Canyon to be financed and constructed 
by the Federal Government has twice been considered by the national Congress 
and approval refused. 

As a result of exhaustive hearings before the Federal Power Commission, a 
decision should be forthcoming at an early date from that body, either granting 
or refusing a license to private enterprise for the development of the Hells Can- 
yon stretch of the Snake River. Since the Federal Power Commission is the 
body authorized by Congress to study such problems and determine the best pub- 
lic interest, I would urge that no action be taken in this matter until the report 
of the Federal Power Commission has been made available. 

Copies of the above statement are being mailed to Congressman Hamer Budge, 
United States Senators Henry Dworshak and Herman Welker. 


STATEMENT OF FrED M. Cooper, GRACE, IDAHO 


My name is Fred M. Cooper. I live at Grace, Idaho, where I operate a farm 
and engage in livestock raising. I have resided in southeastern Idaho as a 
farmer for 41 years. I am the State senator from Caribou County, and 
am a member of the Bear River Compact Commission. 

Il appear here as president of the Idaho State Reclamation Association, which 
was organized in 1937 and has an active membership of more than 200 local irri- 
gation districts and canal companies which altogether operate the irrigation 
works on approximately 2 million acres of irrigated land in Idaho. For years the 
association has been the spokesman for irrigators of the great Snake River Basin 
of southern Idaho. A further description of the association is to be found in my 
prepared statement. 

This hearing purportedly has been called to get a grassroots expression from 
the people regarding S. 1333 and the companion measures introduced in the 84th 
Congress to authorize Federal construction of the Hells Canyon project. 

I, for one, was greatly dismayed and alarmed to find the original schedule of 
the hearings omitted any consideration of the people most directly affected, 
namely, the farmers and irrigators of southern Idaho. As a last-minute conces- 
sion, this 38-hour hearing was permitted, of which only 90 minutes are allowed 
for all of the organizations and individuals who oppose this measure. In con- 
trast, 2% days are allowed to downstream areas where the people are not directly 
affected as are the irrigators of southern Idaho. Even here at Boise the great 
majority of Idaho irrigators are bypassed. The distance from Boise to the 
heart of the Snake River’s great irrigated empire is as far as from Washington, 
Ll). C. to New York and hundreds of Idaho irrigators are unable to drop their work 
and travel the distance, 

Two things are increasingly plain: (1) the Federal Hells Canyon Dam is a 
political dam; and (2) its promoters are concerned very little about the Idaho 
irrigators, present and future, who will have to supply the water. 

Even during these days of courtship by the proponents to gain support for the 
project by means of solemn assurances that irrigation water rights under State 
law will be forever protected, the emphasis is placed on what people as far away 
as Portland think rather than on what Idaho irrigators think. Under these cir- 
cumstances, just how much consideration would be given to Idaho water rights 
once the project were constructed and placed in operation? I think the answer 
is—not very much. 

This same question goes to the heart of the position taken by the Idaho State 
Reclamation Association. Time and time again by resolution the association has 
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stated its unalterable opposition to the Federal project at Hells Canyon. In 
most cases the votes have been unanimous. To my knowledge there is not a 
single irrigation district or canal company in Idaho that has ever gone on record 
in favor of a Federal Hells Canyon Dam. The granges and farm bureau groups 
in the affected area have taken firm stands against it in overwhelming numbers. 

Gentlemen, if you are seeking grassroots opinion from the people most directly 
involved, there is no question but that Idaho irrigators are violently opposed to 
the Federal Hells Canyon Dam. 

It is not a reclamation dam. Not a single acre of land would be irrigated from 
its reservoir. It is a power dam pure and simple, and therein lies its potential 
threat to irrigation in Idaho. The Federal Government has paramount rights 
to the use of our waters, and those rights are superior to State law. All the 
Federal Government needs is a vehicle for the exercise of those paramount 
rights. 

We have drifted a long way toward Federal domination and control of our 
water resources. Every step taken toward that end brings us nearer the day 
when the so-called paramount rights can be exercised. If the proponents of 
Hells Canyon can sell Congress this bill of goods, it’s a short step to subordinating 
Idaho water rights to a Federal power bureaucracy more responsive to down- 
stream power consumers than to upstream irrigators. 

The Idaho State Reclamation Association over the years has consistently 
opposed ¢reation of a Columbia Valley Authority. We oppose the Federal Hells 
Canyon Dam for the same reasons. It would be an effective entering wedge for 
authority domination and control of our water. 


STATEMENT, OPPOSING HELLS CANYON, OF BOARD OF DIRECTORS, CORBETT SLOUGH 
Ditcu Co., BLAcKroot, IpAHO, SIGNED BY CARL JOHNSON, PRESIDENT, AND 
Four OTHERS 


At a regular meeting of the board of directors of April 2, 1955, it was resolved 
due consideration that the board is unanimously opposed to the construction 
of a high Hells Canyon Dam by the Federal Government. 

It is also recommended that the Federal Power Commission shall decide the 
Hells Canyon issue relative to development of the Hells Canyon area. 

CARL JOHNSON, President. 
CLINTON ALLEN, Secretary. 
CaRL L. ADDY. 

LEROY FULLMER. 

CALVIN ANTHONY. 


STATEMENT OF GEORGE CoRDES, BoIseE, IDAHO 


I am George Cordes, Boise, Idaho. 

I am here today to make it known that I am personally opposed to the Govern- 
ment construction of a high dam at Hells Canyon. In my opinion, this dam 
would not be beneficia* to the people of southern Idaho or of the State of Idaho. 

I am also of the opinion that it is much better to let private enterprise do 
the construction work when they are willing to do it. The utility of this area 
is ready to do exactly that. I have always believed that private enterprise 
should be allowed to do any and all development they possibly can. 

I believe also that everything should be done back in Washington to allow 
the Federal Power Commission to render their verdict on the Idaho Power Co’s. 
application to build dams in the Hells Canyon stretch of the river unhampered 
by politics. When the development is done in an economical manner, should 
the Federal Power Commission issue this statement, I believe it should be final 
and that each party should abide by it rather than carrying this case further. 

If private enterprise is delayed, there may come a time when the economy 
of Idaho would be affected. I feel that this development should be done by 
private enterprise. 
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STATEMENT OF GEORGE L. CrooKHAM, JR., CALDWELL CHAMBER OF Com MERCE 
RECLAMATION COMMITTEE CHAIRMAN 


Subject: Senate bill 1333 and House bills 4719, 4730, 4739, 4740. 


I am here representing the Caldwell Chamber of Commerce to ask you to look 
at the integrated problem of water-resource development in Idaho with em 
phasis on the part the Snake River from Weiser to Lewiston should play, par- 
ticularly in reclamation: 

1. Any use of the river in this region should be considered in relation to total 
development. To consider reclamation, power, flood control, or navigation alone 
is not enough, All fit into a pattern and the use of the river for each modifies 
its use for the other. 

2. Any program should be considered in light of economic factors but must be 
made dependent upon engineering data—data now before the Federal Power 
Commission. That organization faces the responsibility of selecting the best 
engineering plan for power development. 

3. Within the framework of maximum use, all work feasible should be done 
by private investment, and certainly all phases adaptable to private ownership 
and operation should be so owned and operated. 

The Caldwell Chamber takes particular exception to section 3, subparagraph 
(b) in the proposed bill which provides for marketing of power from Hells 
Canyon and Scriver Creek through the Bonneville Power Administration. Under 
this section, the Bonneville Power Administration would distribute and sell the 
power either to private concerns or public bodies. 

The chamber believes this to be duplication in this region, where reclamation 
has been dealing directly with private power companies. This procedure sim- 
plifies the relationship, meets with local approval, and provides for maximum 
efficiency by close relationship of production to sales and distribution without 
intermediaries. | 

The Bonneville Power Administration should be entitled to such power as may 
be allocated to it, but should not be given overall control of distribution and 
sales. 

4. We hear much of “power subsidy to reclamation” which gives reclamation 
the relationship of an unwanted stepchild. The chamber asks you to consider 
reclamation’s contribution to power development—to any development, public 
or private, in the Canyon between Weiser and Lewiston. 

teclamation in southern Idaho subsidizes the canyon as a power site to the 
extent that it regulates the streamflow. It regulates by storing the peak of the 
spring runoff in the reservoirs which have a total capacity of 8 million acre- 
feet. As the streamflow drops in the summer and fall months, water from these 
reservoirs is added to meet the demands of irrigation downstream. The water 
goes onto the land and two-thirds of it returns to the river channels in a few 
weeks to 18 months. 

This takes the peak off the floods in April, May, and June and the returns 
strengthen the flow over a long period of time during the low-water season. 

If at the close of the irrigation season, water remains in the reservoirs—and 
it has consistenly—this water is carried forward to the next spring. 

If in the spring it is ascertained that the year is going to have heavy runoff, 
this storage water is released prior to the start of the floods and strengthens the 
flow in the early spring months. If a short water year is evident, the stored 
water is used in the subsequent irrigation season, serving as an equalizer between 
the water flows of the 2 consecutive years. 

The effect on the river at Weiser is shown in a study of the low-water days 
of each year since 1911. In the early part of this period, characterized by lim- 
ited irrigation, the minimum flow dipped into the 5,000-second-foot range. With 
the firming of the river through new irrigation in the 1930's, the river’s mini- 
mum flow increased to 6,800 second-feet despite the 3 extremely low water years 
which occurred during the period. In more recent years, with the completion 
of other reclamation works, the minimum flow has been 8,000 second-feet or 
better. 

This would indicate that irrigation has increased the minimum flow of the 
river by three-fifths. That minimum flow is the index to the river’s power 
potential. 

As nearly as I have been able to determine, half the flow of the river today at 
Weiser has been used in irrigation, and consequently is delayed flow—water 
which finds its way back into the stream in the low-water months of the fall, 
winter, and early spring. 
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5. Any legislation involving this stream, or any other northwest stream, should 
consider the water priority views of the Columbia Interstate Compact, a doctrine 
to which Idaho has been committed by legislative action. 

I should like to call your attention particularly to article VII of the compact 
which declares that “rights to beneficial consumptive uses within the upstream 
area * * * shall be recognized as against, and shall not be limited by, any rights, 
existing or future, to such waters for nonconsumptive uses * * *.” 

The compact as a broad statement of policy approved by the negotiators has 
become a law in some of the upstream States and should therefore be considered. 
Its approach to the matter should be included in any Federal legislation proposed. 

To reconstruct our views briefly : 

The firm power value of Snake River between Weiser and Lewiston is enhanced 
by regulation of the stream. 

Reclamation provides regulation. 

Reclamation therefore is entitled to consideration in any program—public 
or private—and is entitled to financial support for further upstream reclamation. 

Any program for the development of this segment of the river should take 
into consideration sound engineering practices, should consider maximum bene- 
ficial use, should include the compact approach to water use and priority, and 
should provide for power distribution within the framework of established and 
accepted methods in the area involved. 


STATEMENT OF WILLIAM R. CUNNINGHAM, PRESIDENT, ST. ANTHONY 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, ST. ANTHONY, IDAHO 


The board of directors of the St. Anthony, Idaho, Chamber of Commerce have 
carefully considered the proposed construction of the high dam on Snake River 
at Hells Canyon by the Federal Government. We oppose the construction of such 
a project and urge that you do all in your power to prevent its authorization by 
the United States Congress. 

As we analyze the project, it can be of no possible future advantage to the upper 
Snake River Valley and we foresee a direct conflict with future development of 
the resources of all the Snake River area above Hells Canyon. Future develop- 
ment of the upper reaches for irrigation and othe purposes would be jeopardized 
by its very presence and demand for water to make its generators run, regardless 
of any phrases in the legislation to the contrary. 

Development of our water resources can best serve Idaho and the Nation if 
it starts at the headwaters and progresses downstream. Multiple-purpose proj- 
ects here on the headwaters can provide for repeated and beneficial use of our 
water. The proposed Hells Canyon development would stalemate many impor- 
tant and desirable projects whose returns to the economy of this State and the 
Nation will aggregate much more than the high dam. 

We certainly appreciate this opportunity to express our views on the pro- 


posed legislation. 
WILLIAM R. CUNNINGHAM, President. 


STATEMENT OF MowBRAY DAVIDSON, PRESIDENT, PEASLEY TRANSFER & STORAGE Co., 
Boise, IDAHO 


My name is Mowbray Davidson and I have been a resident of Ada County, 
Boise, Idaho, since 1912. I vote in precinct 18 and am a taxpayer in this State 
and county. 

I understand that it is my privilege to have a statement read at the hearing 
April 4 on the Hells Canyon Dam issue. If this is the case, I would like to go on 
record as opposing the Federal high dam at Hells Canyon in favor of the three 
low-head dams to be constructed by the Idaho Power Co. I am in favor of 
private enterprise over tax-exempt Federal projects, whenever private enterprise 
is willing and able to perform the necessary construction. 

As a citizen of Idaho, I consider it my privilege to express my views in this 
matter, and as stated above, I am against construction of the high dam at Hells 
Canyon by the Federal Government. 

Mowsray DAvipson. 
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STATEMENT OF GEORGE B. Davis, MERIDIAN, IDAHO 


I am strongly opposed to the Government’s proposal of Hells Canyon Dam. 
I do not believe in Government competing with private enterprise. I know of no 
single instance where the Government has been either as efficient or economical 
as has private enterprise. The Idaho Power Co. has done a magnificant job in 
furnishing power and service to the people of Idaho. I have every confidence that 
they will continue to meet the growing needs as efficiently and reasonably as they 
have in the past. 

We do not want any more Government control. Private enterprise has made 
our Nation what it is today. Let’s try to keep it as democratic as possible. 

GrEorGE B. DAvis. 


STATEMENT OF HoMER S. Deat, Botsre, IDAHO 


I am a native of the State of Idaho, a citizen and taxpayer of this State resid- 
ing for the past 20 years in Boise, Idaho. 

During the past 30 years my work has been closely connected with that of agri- 
culture and dealing with farm people. We have had the opportunity to study 
and know intimately the progress of irrigation in the State of Idaho and the 
power development relating to agriculture during the past 25 years. In both 
instances we have been users of water and power. 

We are greatly alarmed over the present conflict between the Federal Govern- 
ment and their attitude on great power projects to the extent of curtailing irriga- 
tion. We are personally aware of the conflict existing today between the Federal 
Government’s proposed power project and that of irrigation. We know that the 
lifeblood of our area deals with irrigation and we vigorously protest any usurping 
of these rights by the Federal Power Commission or any formation of such 
authority as the Columbia River Valley to do this thing. 

Irrigation and power have gone hand in hand and the great growth of our 
area today with the new type of irrigation is dependent on two things, water 
and power, therefore, we oppose any curtailment of the growth of these two vital 
commodities. 

Further, we oppose the spending of taxpayers dollars and assessing additional 
burden to our property for construction or building of any project that can be 
done through private enterprise. The proposal for Federal intervention where 
private industry is capable of handling the needs of a great area seems to be 
positively unwarranted. Our present power facilities in the area have been ade- 
quate and have met the needs of a great growing area and with proper approval 
will continue to do a necessary and valuable job without burden to taxpayers 
and with due consideration to the necessary curtailment of the free flow of the 
lifegiving waters to the lands of our great State of Idaho. 

Homer 8S. DEAL. 


STATEMENT OF J. MIKE DeERIE, FARMER, BoIse, IDAHO 


I wish to be counted one for Hells Canyon. My occupation is irrigation farm- 
ing and I believe that Hells Canyon is one of the best projects for our State and 
the Northwest to draw industry and cheap electricity for pumping water for 
future irrigation and supplementary water for lands that are already under ir- 
rigation. I am not alone in my belief as there are a lot of my friends and neigh- 
bors that share my same views. 


STATEMENT OF DON DICKERSON, WEISER, IDAHO 


Between June 1927 and October 1954 I have viewed and studied the canyon 
of Snake River, known as Hells Canyon, at least 200 times or more and from my 
observations I am opposed to the construction of a high masonry type dam in 
that canyon for the following reasons. 

1. That future reclamation needs of the Snake River basin in southern Idaho 
will cause a very large depletion of the flow of the Snake River. In fact we 
are about the halfway point of reclamation development. For example there 
are 11 unconstructed reclamation projects on the Weiser River. 

2. A 712-foot masonry dam at Hells Canyon will constitute a major safety 
hazard for the entire river basin. In the first place this canyon is a fault or 
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crack in the earth which drained a large lake which originally covered much of 
southern Idaho. Just suppose one side or the other of this fault were to settle, 
say 6 inches. 

And further suppose some large nation, not now very cooperative or friendly 
toward us should decide to attack us, what better place could they place one 
single bomb or torpedo to cripple, in fact tie up and immobilize the entire North- 
west than to blow this huge dam and release this terrific volume of water down 
the Snake River? Visualize the destruction this would cause if you can. Army 
engineers estimated this would flood Portland, Oreg., to the fourth floors of 
downtown business houses. Visualize the destruction of highways, railways, 
powerlines, towns, homes, human life, and the other downstream dams. 

Frankly, gentlemen, I would want no part in the construction of a Trojan horse 


of this magnitude. 


STATEMENT OF D. M. DICKOVER, OF BOISE, IDAHO 
I have been long a voter and taxpayer in the State of Idaho. I am employed by 
the Boise Payette Lumber Co. as chief of home planning service. 
I wish to voice my opposition to the Federal Government building a high dam 
at Hells Canyon with taxpayers’ money. I have always been and will continue 
to be a booster of private enterprise in the development of the natural resources 


of this the United States. 


STATEMENT OF DALE A. Dossin, Dopsin IMPLEMENT Co., MarsING, IDAHO 


I do not favor legislation enacting the high dam at Hells Canyon until the 
Federal Power Commission has rendered their decision on the Idaho Power 
Co. application for the three low-head dams. Such decision to be decided on 
by facts which the Federal Power Commission now have. 


STATEMENT OF GEORGE L. DOHNER, FARMER, PARMA, IDAHO 


As supporting evidence to the hearing at Boise on Hells Canyon Dam, I would 
like to cast my vote in favor of the proposed high, Federal dam at Hells Canyon. 
I am an irrigation farmer, and I live in southern Idaho, 8 miles south of 
Fruitland. The Federal Government financed, and built the Black Canyon Irri- 
gation District, therefore, I see no reason why that Government should mali- 
cionsly turn around, and take anybody’s water rights away from them. Opposing 
polices of this extreme are simply not compatible. 

The high dam at Hells Canyon comes closer to meeting the needs of our expand- 
ing economy. More available power means more industry in the Northwest, 
which in turn will create a better market for farmers. 

Hells Canyon is a gift of nature for making a large reservoir, without the 
destruction of vast reaches of valuable real estate. We should get full benefit 
of this abundant resource. 

The Constitution of the United States in its Preamble says, ‘We the people 
* * * establish justice * * * promote the general welfare * * * (for) our pos- 
terity * * * (for) America.” It doesn’t say anything about private monopolies, 
or the welfare of vested interests and holding companies as being above the 
welfare of all the people. 

Hells Canyon Dam will pay for itself. Let’s build Hells Canyon Dam. 


STATEMENT OF Davip M. DoveLas, CALDWELL ELxEctrRIc Co., of CALDWELL, IDAHO 


I have been in the electrical contracting business for many years. I feel the 
Idaho Power Co. is serving this area in an excellent manner. I feel they would 
be far better qualified to develop Hells Canyon than by legislation based on 
political ideology. 

Also, that the Federal Power Commission is the authorized agency for ruling 
on applications for hydroelectric developments and should be afforded an oppor- 
tunity to render a decision on the Idaho Power Co.’s application to develop the 
Hells Canyon area. 
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STATEMENT oF W. S. DRAKE, PRESIDENT, DRAKE PLUMBING Co., 1029 MANITOU, 
BoIse, IDAHO 


In regard to Senate investigation on Hells Canyon Dam controversy, I would 
like to make my opinion clear on this point. Having been in business in Idaho 
for the last 35 years, am slightly partial to Idaho natural resources and proper- 
ties. I would not like to see the Government improve Idaho resources for the 
penefit of Oregon and Washington. 

I do not believe that the Government should develop that which belongs to 
us for their own, or others’ benefit. 

DraKE PLuMBING Co., INC., 
W. S. Drake, President. 


—_—— 


STATEMENT OF ©. B. DREER, WILDER, IDAHO 


I wish to be placed on record as being unalterably opposed to the high Federal 
Dam at Hells Canyon for the following reasons: 

(1) I do not wish to become party to a grandiose scheme conceived and pro- 
moted by what I feel is a group of socialistic schemers. 

(2) Government must and shall remain out of the realm of private enterprise. 

(3) I am a farmer of many years although still a young man and romantic 
enough to say “I love my water right” and I’m not going to give it up without 
a battle. 

You may use this in any manner that you see fit to contribute to the defeat of 
the Federal dam. 


STATEMENT oF Ray DUNCAN, OF ONTARIO, OREG. 


In regard to the Hells Canyon controversy, its supporters contend, for one 
thing, that it is essential as a flood-control measure. This is absurd since most 
of the upper Snake River tributary floodwaters are being stored at the present 
time for irrigation purposes and there is still more of that kind of development 
planned, so th filling of the Hells Canyon Dam is problematical. 

+ Development of power by private companies can furnish power in 2 or 3 years 

while the Hells Canyon Dam will not give any power in less than 10 years. 
Then, too, the private utility development would all be taken care of by private 
capital and in turn, the private company would pay taxes instead of having the 
taxpayers build and support them, as would be the case if the Federal Govern- 
ment builds Hells Canyon. 

As to the amount of power that would be developed by either party, there 
would be very little difference. 

The majority of the people in Oregon are decidedly against the Hells Canyon 
project which was clearly shown in the campaign of Al Ullman against Sam 
Coon. Ullman was defeated by a very substantial majority as was Earl Newbry 
for governor, the Republican primary, as was Joe Carson the Democratic nominee 
for governor. Each of these were using the Hells Canyon as a vote-getting issue. 

PUD elections have failed here several times, The main part of the people in 
this State who favor Hells Canyon are the ones who are extreme liberalists. To 
me, this isn’t an issue that takes the country’s economy into consideration, but 
just one more step toward a complete monopoly of all Northwest power, whereas 
if this development were made by private utilities, they would be under strict 
regulation by existing Government and State agencies. 

Why can’t we keep our country the way we now know it so our kids and their 
kids may know the job of living where they please, doing what they want to do 
and worshiping God as they see fit. In other words, let’s let our Federal Power 
Commission decide the issue on the evidence already in their hands, and then, 
let us abide by their decision. 


STATEMENT OF THE EMMETT IRRIGATION District, oF EMMETT, IDAHO, SIGNED BY 
EARL WILFONG, PRESIDENT 


The Emmett Irrigation District is opposed to the Federal Government building 
a high dam at Hells Canyon on the Snake River. It is the feeling of this board 
that private enterprise should be permitted to build the dam providing they are 
ready, willing, and able to build such a dam or suitable low-head dams on the 
same river. 





994 HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 


; It is the feeling of this board that the proposed Federal high dam construc- 
tion would eventually jeopardize the upstream uses of water on the Snake and 
its tributaries, both for reclamation and irrigation purposes. It is felt that in 
the event a high Federal dam was built on the Snake and there was insufficient 
downstream flow for its operation, Congress could in the exercise of its consti- 
tutional powers, require release of waters from above the dam and thus curtail 
beneficial use for irrigation and reclamation. Any proposed protection of State 
water rights in the Hells Canyon bill would not be absolute and cannot be ab- 
solute, because of the constitutional powers of Congress that are involved. It 
would take a United States constitutional amendment to divest Congress of its 
power and to vest complete control of water resources of navigable rivers as the 
oo res in — State of Idaho. Any claim of State ownership of water must 
ye reconciled with the Federal constitutions owers > aj : 
cae a cee titutional powers, the latter being supreme 

We also feel that there should be no diversion of the Payette River or its 
tributaries to the Boise River, which might be detrimental to the beneficial water 
users in the Payette Valley. The Payette River is not an adjudicated river 
and there could be serious, complicated, and expensive litigation over water 
rights in and along the Payette Valley should the Payette River or its tribu- 
taries be diverted elsewhere. There are thousands of acres of land in and 
near the Payette Basin that could be irrigated and developed in the future with 
a relatively small amount of cost to the taxpayers as compared to the develop- 
ment of the Mountain Home division, through diversion of Payette River waters. 

It is the feeling of this board that a survey should be made by the Federal 
Government of lands in and along the Payette Valley to determine the actual 
number of acres of land available for irrigation. Unofficial investigations have 
indicated the land to be fertiie and productive. 

EARL WILFONG, 
President of the Emmett Irrigation Board. 


STATEMENT oF W. W. EvANS, PRESIDENT, First NATIONAL BANK OF HALFWAY, OREG. 


We look upon these present hearings in connection with the Hells Canyon 
controversy as a smoke screen to confuse the issue. This controversy is given 
credit for the politicai upset here in Oregon last November, as though this vote 
was a mandate of the people for the construction of the Federal high dam, when 
in reality the politicians most involved know better. 

According to the engineers findings, the series of three low dams proposed by 
the Idaho Power Co. can be constructed for approximately one-third of the cost 
of the Federal high dam, and will produce to within approximately 15,000 kilo- 
watts of the high dam’s potential. The glamor of the high dam is not worth this 
difference to the taxpayers who have to carry the burden, and if there ever was 
a time when Uncle Sam should curtail expenses it is now. 

The recreational advantages of the Federal high dam will not be increased or 
diminished by the series of low head dams, and there are no irrigational possi- 
bilities in either project. All of this talk about transportation is rubbish to 
those of us who live nearby and know the facts as they are. 

We were clerk of our local high school whose district comprising the territory 
served by the First National Bank of Halfway, and including the Ox Bow sec- 
tion of the Snake River, and we remember the upset to the school budget when 
the Union Pacific Railway abandoned the track from Robinette to Homestead. 
Undoubtedly the construction of the Ox Bow powerplant in this district will 
shift the tax burden to other shoulders, which relief our farmers sorely need. 

We have watched the Idaho Power Co. in operation for 30 years as an officer 
of the First National Bank of Halfway. We know many of their officers and 
employees personally, and we have yet to hear of any act unworthy of the com- 
plete confidence of any honest upright citizen in the territory they serve. We 
have long since concluded, that in their hands, is a good safe place to confide 
our natural resources. 

Why not junk all of this prejudice and political chicanery, and go ahead with 
the FPC decision on the merits of the year long hearing. Undoubtedly the rec- 
ords of this hearing unfold a clear picture of the findings of those competent to 
judge the merits of both propositions. 
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STATEMENT OF SHERMAN DEWIt1T FAIRCHILD, Boise, IDAHO 


My name is Sherman DeWitt Fairchild. I came to the State of Idaho Janu- 
ary 23, 1907. During the year 1908, I homesteaded 80 acres in Ada County, 
Idaho, under the Boise-Payette Government irrigation project. That land I 
developed from sagebrush along with 100 acres I purchased from the State of 
Idaho. I actually engaged in farming that land from the time of its acquisition 
until the year 1924, at which time I entered the practice of law in Boise, Idaho, 
and have ever since continued to follow that profession. 

I served as State Senator from Ada County during the 12th session of the 
Idaho Legislature. 

When I came to Idaho, there were small irrigated farming areas along the 
Boise River extending from Boise City to Parma, and a small section in the 
vicinity of Kuna, all supplied with water from the natural flow of the Boise 
River. 

The first year I farmed my homestead, 1910, the natural flow of the Boise 
River was exhausted July 3, and we had no more irrigation water that year, 
after that date. My water came through the present New York Canal which is 
an enlargement of the old New York Canal, made by the United States Recla- 
mation Service, and an extension thereof known as the Mora Canal. We had 
no dependable water supply until the Arrow Rock Dam was completed by the 
United States Reclamation Service, which ever since has supplied ample water 
to the vast empire extending from Boise to and around Parma. 

When I came to Idaho, there was in effect a Federal law known as the Carey 
Act, which made provision for the development of irrigation projects by private 
capital. At that time the great water supply of the Snake River was practically 
untouched, and we had one or two successful irrigation projects developed in 
that way. One of them was the Twin Falls project. 

However, we had many such projects that were absolute failures, some of 
which were taken: over, finished and developed by the United States Reclama- 
tion Service, which was a godsend to hundreds of people who had settled the 
land and developed it physically by removing the sagebrush, constructing 
houses, barns and other buildings. 

Many of the projects thus started were ill-advised and had to be abandoned 
altogether, to the great loss and consternation of hundreds of settlers who had 
in good faith settled on the land, paid their money to the private enterprise 
fostering the projects and set about physically improving the same by clearing 
the land of sagebrush, constructing houses, barns and other buildings. I per- 
sonally have seen houses that today would cost $20,000 to construct, standing in 
the sagebrush plains abandoned by their owners. 

When I was in the State Senate, many delegations from those abandoned 
projects came to us seeking some relief, which of course we were powerless to 
give. 

Those failures of private capital and enterprise, coupled with the oustanding 
success of the United States Reclamation Service, made me an advocate of gov- 
ernmental development of natural resources, and that I am to this day. 

I believe our great natural resources should be developed on a broad, planned 
scale in the interest of all of our people. Private enterprise cannot and will not 
do such development. 

There is now, and for a long time past has been a clash between those of 
my persuasion and those who believe private enterprise should be given a free 
hand in the development of natural resources. 

The present controversy concerning the construction of a high multipurpose 
dam at Hells Canyon is a notable example of such a clash. 

The great Snake River is a resource of uncalculable wealth to Idaho and the 
Northwest as well as to our county at large. I believe it should be developed on 
a broad comprehensive plan to the end that its water and the potentialities 
thereof may be put to the greatest possible ultimate use all along the river and 
its tributaries. 

I believe that those sections of country along the river and its tributaries 
should forever be protected in the use of the water there originating and available 
for the irrigation of any and all lands of those sections, and that those sections 
should have the right to store the water for such use. 

I do not believe the United States Government or any private enterprise should 
ever under any conceivable circumstance be placed in a position to say, “We 
have filed on the water of the Snake River, have constructed dams, installed 
electric generators and have used the water of the river for a certain purpose or 
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purposes ; we have a vested right in the use of that water, and you at the higher 
reaches of the river must not use the water and thus diminish the flow of the 
river in interference with our vested right.” 

That protection for sections on the upper reaches of the river and its tribu- 
taries, the Congress of the United States can and should in its legislation provide 
for. 

The construction of one or more low dams at Hells Canyon will in the very 
nature of things make the use of such dams more or less dependent upon a 
constant flow of water in the river, and neither the United States Government 
nor any private concern should ever be placed in a position to acquire a vested 
right to enforce a demand for such constant flow at the expense of sections on 
the higher reaches of the river and its tributaries. 

It is also my firm and studied conviction that a high dam with a great storage 
capacity is the proper way to develop the river to its full and greatest capability ; 
that is to say for irrigation, power, flood control and navigation. To permit a 
private company to acquire a vested right to maintain a low dam or series of 
dams in the river above the site of such a high dam will forever prevent the 
ultimate maximum development of the river; or if not, will necessitate a huge 
expenditure of money in purchasing the private property that prevents the con- 
struction of the dam. 

We hear and read much concerning the protection of the now vested water 
rights on the river and generally in our State. Just how the construction of a 
high dam at Hells Canyon or at any other place on the lower reaches of the 
river, below the point of diversion of irrigation waters, can possibly affect vested 
water rights, I cannot and never have been able to see or understand. 

We also hear and read much about “our water,” Idaho’s water. I have never 
been able to see or understand how we of Idaho can possibly be injured in our 
right to the use of water in Snake River by its impounding at the point or 
practically at the point where it leaves our State and is lost to us forever. 

A high dam will produce a vast amount of electric energy, much of which 
may and should be made available for the pumping of irrigation water for use on 
lands on the higher reaches of the river that cannot be irrigated by ordinary 
diversion and gravitation methods. 

We also hear and read much concerning the construction of the proposed 
high dam by the Government with money derived by taxation of all of our 
people. Flood control and navigation are matters of national concern and there 
is no sound reason why all of our people should not share in the providing for 
such matters of national scope. 

During my lifetime, the Congress of the United States has spent billions of 
dollars to provide for the dredging of rivers, building levees and dikes to pre- 
vent the flooding of vast sections of fertile land, and improving harbors and 
docks, principally on our eastern seaboard. The spending of money for those 
purposes usually went under the head of what was generally termed “pork- 
barrel appropriations,” bit be that as it may, much general good has been accom- 
plished and it is my opinion that much general good will be accomplished by the 
construction of the proposed high multipurpose Hells Canyon Dam, and that in 
so doing no violence will be done to the rights of any individual or group of 
individuals. 

S. D. FarrcuH i. 


STATEMENT OF HENRY H. FALKNER, 2804 TETON, BOISE, IDAHO 


I am Henry H. Falkner and reside at 2804 Teton, Boise, Idaho. 

I am a substantial taxpayer, head of a family of 6, and have lived in Idaho 6 
years. I am manager of the Westinghouse Electric Supply Co., a wholesale elec- 
trical distributor, in Boise, Idaho. 

I am opposed to the Federal Government’s construction of a high dam in Hells 
Canyon. I am firmly convinced that with private enterprise desirous of using 
private capital to construct three low-head dams in the reaches of Hells Canyou, 
they should be authorized to do so. 

For the United States Government to be in competition with private enterprise 
represents, in my opinion, a threat to our freedom and the free enterprise system 
that built America into the strongest Nation economically and financially in the 
world. 

The foregoing statement is my personal viewpoint on the subject and does not 
necessarily represent that of my company. 





ind AS. 
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STATEMENT OF FALL River IRRIGATION Co.,ST. ANTHONY, IDAHO, 
SIGNED BY VIRGIL WILLYERD, PRESIDENT 


Sr. AntHony, Ipano, April 8, 1955. 
ALEX COLEMAN, 
Owyhee Hotel, Boise, Idaho: 
Unalterably opposed to Hells Canyon Dam. 
FALL RIVER IRRIGATION CO. 
Virein WILLYERD, President. 


STATEMENT OF THE FARMERS’ COOPERATIVE DitcH CO., or PARMA, IDAHO, AND THE 
Boise RIVER ADVISORY BOARD, SIGNED BY ERNEST ANDERSON 


My name is Ernest Anderson. I am the president and manager of the Farm- 
ers’ Cooperative Ditch Co., of Parma, Idaho. This company consists of 318 
farmers, presently farming 15,500 acres of irrigated land in southwestern Idaho, 
I am also a member of the Boise River Advisory Board, which board represents 
the water users’ of the 40 canal companies diverting water from the Boise River 
to serve 330,000 acres of irrigated lands in the Boise Valley. This board, through 
its employees, supervises the allocation and distribution, in accordance with court 
adjudications, of all the waters of the Boise River and its tributaries. 

These organizations are unalterably opposed to the construction by the Federal 
Government of the Hells Canyon Dam, which opposition has been expressed on 
many occasions by resolutions, which, in most instances have been adopted unani- 
mously. This oposition is based solely on a fear and apprehension that the water 
needed to supply the generators at the proposed dam will come from stored waters 
on the upper reaches of Snake River and its tributaries. More than a score of 
large storage dams have already been constructed, others are now in the course 
of construction, and the future may well see many more such dams built. Im- 
pounded water back in these storage dams, under the Hells Canyon proposal, could 
be diverted for power purposes, to the detriment of the irrigation development 
of the southern part of the State. The water users are not concerned with any 
power controversy that may now exist or hereafter arise relative to river develop- 
ment, except insofar as power installations will make demands upon the waters 
of the river for power for industrial uses. 


STATEMENT OF FACTS 


On July 4, 1889, in convention assembled, the people of the State of Idaho, 
adopted a constitution, which was, by the Congress of the United States approved 
July 3, 1890. The framers of this constitution envisaged a vast irrigation devel- 
opment in the great Snake River Basin, and with keen foresight wrote into the 
constitution the several sections of article XV thereof, relating to the filing 
upon the public waters of the State and applying them to beneficial use for 
agricultural purposes. The dedication of these waters for agricultural purposes 
was to be in perpetuity, for that and future generations. Provision setting forth 
the principal of “first in time was first in right,” thereby hoping to establish a 
permanency and stability to Idaho’s future economic growth. 


IDAHO ADMISSION BILL 


Having before it for consideration, the Idaho Constitution, the Congress of 
the United States, on July 3, 1890, passed the Idaho admission bill (26 Stat. L. 
215, ch. 656), and thereby accepted this constitution in the following words: 

“SECTION 1. The State of Idaho is hereby declared to be a State of the United 
States of America, and is hereby declared admitted into the Union, ete * * *, 
and that the constitution which the people of Idaho have formed for themselves 
be, and the same is hereby, accepted, ratified and confirmed.” 

The language is clear and unmistakable. This was a sacred covenant between 
the Congress of the United States and the people of the State of Idaho, and we 
expect that the Congress shall keep faith. 


CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES 


That under the provisions of the so-called commerce clause section 8, article i. 
of the Constitution of the United States the Supreme Court has held that the in- 
terest of the United States, in regulating commerce between States, is paramount 
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to that of any State. Such a rule, if applied to the waters of this State, and well 
it might be, jeopardizes the permanency of our water laws and might well disturb 
and destroy the court adjudications of the waters of our rivers, which after 
nearly 65-years of effort might be set aside. This phase of the matter is dis- 
turbing to water users of Southern Idaho. 

Under such a rule, notwithstanding any act of Congress, now in force or here- 
after to be enacted relative to the proposed dam, vests in the Secretary of the 
Interior, or other designated agency of the Federal Government, the power to 
allocate the storage waters of this State for power purposes to power develop- 
ments on the lower river in the event the Hells Canyon Dam was built, in order 
that the said dam will be able to meet firm power demands and commitment 
to industrial users in the Pacific Northwest, to the disadvantage of the farmers 
of the Snake River Basin. 

Mindful of the provisions of this and previous authorization bills before the 
Congress, that the water and water rights shall be paramount to the power re- 
quirements, mean very little to the users of these vested water rights and do 
not afford to the water users’ the assurance of permanency that they seek, and 
are entitled to. Any Congress, has the power, and frequently does, amend, alter, 
add to, change or otherwise modify laws and assurances made by a previous Con- 
gress, and with this in mind and the findings of the Court under the provisions 
of the so-called commerce clause of the United States Constitution, above re- 
ferred unto, a dam, such as is proposed at Hells Canyon by the Government, 
should not be built by the collective efforts of all of the taxpayers of the United 
States. 


STATEMENT OF FARMERS FRIEND IRRIGATION CoO., JEFFERSON AND BONNEVILLE 
CouNTIES, IDAHO, SIGNED BY Five DIREcToRS 


We are in complete accord with the statement filed at this hearing today by 
the Upper Snake River Water Users’ Protective Union. It expresses our senti- 
ments completely. We join with the many farmers and other canal companies 
and irrigation districts in the upper Snake River Valley in registering an 
emphatic “No” to the construction of a high dam at Hells Canyon by the 
Federal Government. 

We say, “Spend some of this money in the mountain watershed area of the 
great Snake River where the water can be saved and released when we need 
it during the dry summer months for irrigation and power.” 

This water is the lifeblood of the irrigation farming area of Idaho, and we 
intend to take every step necessary and at our command to preserve and pro- 
tect this water in which we have established rights. 

Yours very truly, 
ROLAND H. MILER. 
‘ GLENN H. JOHNSON. 
JOHN R. BURTENSHAW. 
Ep C. PHILLIPS. 
J. TAYLER Lort. 





STATEMENT OF NINE MEMBERS OF FARMERS UNION LocaL No 39, NorTHWEST 
SHOSHONE, IDAHO 


SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE. 


GENTLEMEN: We the undersigned, have gone on record as approving a high 
Federal dam at Hells Canyon. We are all farmers and water users and know 
our water rights are protected. We are all members of Farmers Union Local 
No. 39, Northwest Shoshone, Idaho. 

Cart KERNER, Jr. 
LYLE ADAMS. 

P. BLAcKWoOop. 
Roy G. BatTeMAN. 
VERA BATEMAN. 
CLay M. Burnum. 
L. M. Bauper. 
Jim Sims. 
VERNON C. HALK. 
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STATEMENT OF First Securrry BANK or IpaHo, St. ANTHONY BRANCH, ST. 
ANTHONY, IpaHo, SIGNED BY LANE L, WILCKEN, MANAGER 


I should like to go on record opposing the Hells Canyon project for the following 
reasons : 


1. Water is a natural resource of Idaho and I feel we should supervise the 
allocation of the water rights here. ' 

2. The upper streams should utilize all the water they can before projects for 
the lower streams should come into existence. 

3. I think we should develop our own resources before developing the resources 
for another State. 
4. We have the soil and water. Let’s use them for our own people. 
5. We in this area do not wish to lose control of our own water. 


LANE L, WILCKEN, Manager. 


STATEMENT oF C. Ep FLANpDRO, PocaTELLo, IDAHO 


I am a small-business man. 

I pay a lot of taxes and can’t stand many more. 

I have no political ax to grind with any political party. 

I don’t need water for irrigation, but: 

I don’t like continued encroachment of Government into financially able and 
capable private enterprise. 

I do think the FPC has all the facts, and is the most capable of any group to 
render a decision on the Hells Canyon matter. 

I do think that this issue, like so many, has become a political football to the 
detriment of the people. 

I also think, along with thousands, that a few “headline hunters” in our Gov- 
ernment can and are doing untold damage to a highly successful proven economic 
system by constantly attempting to stifle free enterprise in America, its last 
stronghold in a troubled world. 

May God grant us the ability to save a little of what is left for posterity. 


STATEMENT OF Henry H. FLeTcHEeR, PocaTELLo, IDAHO 


The controversy over whether a public-owned high dam, or three privately 
owned low-head dams should be built in the Hells Canyon area has been raging 
far too long. 

Surely, after the extensive hearings which have been held, sufficient evidence 
is on the record from which the Federal Power Commission can make a proper 
decision. Further hearings on this subject should be avoided. 

As a taxpaying citizen of Idaho, I personally believe— 

1. Maximum use should be made of Idaho’s available water resources. 

2. Such use should give primary protection to Idaho’s irrigated lands. 

3. Power generated from Idaho waters should first be made available to Idaho 
people and industry for maximum State development. 

4. Development of power should be accomplished by private capital wherever 
possible, and by Government only when necessary projects cannot be financed 
by private capital. 

An early decision on the part of the Federal Power Commission is possible if 
the public-power advocates will not cloud the issue with demands for further 
evidence to be submitted. Such an early decision, if it favors development of 
waterpower with private capital, will assure an early start and completion of 
the low-head dams proposed by Idaho Power Co. 

If the decision favors public-owned dams and powerplants, it will take years 
to develop waterpower so that it may benefit the people of this general area. 
Public power will cause the taxpayers of the country an additional tax burden 
and even with this help from the taxpayers’ pockets, I cannot be convinced that 
the power sold to the public will be less costly than private power. By com- 
parison, Idaho Power will pay millions in taxes every year which the State of 
Idaho and the Federal Government will be deprived of wnder public ownership. 

Public power is one more step in a socialistic system and diametrically opposed 
to basic business principles in America. Private power is in line with America’s 
free-enterprise system. Let’s keep our system sound. ; 

May I urge that everything possible be done to expedite a right decision for 
development of Idaho’s water resources for the benefit of Idaho first. 
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STATEMENT OF FLoop Controx District No. 1 or IDAHO, 
LorENzO, IDAHO, SIGNED BY Srx COMMISSIONERS 


REPORT ON HELLS CANYON DAM 


1. Objective of report.—While the primary objective of this report will be to 
approach the development of the water resources of the Snake River Basin in 
its relation to the Hells Canyon Dam from the point of view of flood control 
and navigation standpoints, in connection with this approach it must be recog- 
nized that the use of water for irrigation has priority over its use for flood con- 
trol, navigation, or hydroelectric power. The Idaho Legislature expressly rec- 
ognized this in an act creating flood control districts, when it said, “* * * sound 
policy of flood control and prevention must necessarily contemplate the highest 
and best use of any stored or developed waters resulting from measures and 
methods of flood control and prevention.” 

2. Flood control district No. 1 of Idaho, Heise-Roberts.—Flood Control Dis- 
trict No. 1 of Idaho was created in 1946. The primary purpose of the district 
is to assist the United States, and to obtain aid and assistance from the United 
States in flood prevention and control of the waters of Snake River. The dis- 
trict embraces lands adjoining and adjacent to the river on both the right and 
left banks of the South Fork of the Snake River from Heise down to and beyond 
the confluence of the North and South Forks of the Snake River to Roberts, 
Idaho. There are approximately 44,160 acres of land within the district with 
a total assessed valuation of approximately $1,266,000. 

Many persons labor under the misconception that Flood Control District No. 
1 of Idaho was created solely for the benefit of the landowners adjoining the 
river and within the district, that is, to keep the river from wasting away and 
inundating these adjoining lands. While the work thus far constructed have 
resulted in obvious benefits to the adjoining landowners, less obvious, but equal 
benefits, have resulted to thousands of acres of other lands and landowners 
many miles distant from the district. From Andersons Dam at Heise to the 
Idaho Canal diversion dam, the area in which the funds appropriated by the 
Congress of the United States have been thus far expended there are 38 canals 
which divert water to irrigated lands either directly out of the Snake River or 
out of the great feeder canal, which diverts its water from the Snake River. 
During 1953 diversions from these 38 canals from May to September totaled 
1,961,588 acre-feet of the waters of Snake River, which irrigated 243,024 acres 
of highly fertile land. These lands are located in Madison, Jefferson, Bonne- 
ville, and Bingham Counties, Idaho. Following is a list of the canals, their 
diversions and the acres irrigated: 
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Diversions, Acres 
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These headings and the irrigation of these lands are directly dependent upon 
the measures and methods of flood control and prevention taken by the Corps 
of Army Engineers and Flood Control District No. 1 of Idaho. The municipality 
of Idaho Falls and all of its municipal hydroelectric power is dependent upon 
the maintenance of the present channel of Snake River within Flood Control 
District No. 1 of Idaho. Less directly, most other municipalities from Rex- 
burg on the north to Blackfoot on the south are dependent upon the economy 
of the areas served by these diversions. 

With the creation of Flood Control District No. 1 of Idaho in 1946, for the 
first time in the history of the Snake River in this area, there has been a con- 
tinuing administrative body which has been able to keep data and make a con- 
tinuous study of flood-control problems for 8 continuous years. From these 
studies we have made certain observations. 

3. Observations of Flood Control District No. 1 of Idaho from study.—(a) 
All important floods in the Snake River Basin are caused by snowmelt at high 
altitudes, either with or without the influence of rainfall, and the principal 
flood-damage areas of the upper basins are the mountain valleys into which 
the snowmelt floods debouch from mountain canyons. 

(6) During every spring runoff Snake River might leave its established 
channel and form a new channel through Jackson Hole. 

(c) The possibility of the Snake River establishing a new channel forms 
a definite threat along the south fork of the Snake River within the boundaries 
of Flood Controi District No. 1 of Idaho. This threat recurs and becomes ag- 
gravated with each succeeding year; although it has been lessened by the 
construction of extensive channelization and bank-stabilization work by the 
Corps of Engineers within the district. 

(d) Threats of diversions due to spring runoff exist on all of the trib- 
utaries of the Snake River in western Wyoming and eastern Idaho. These flood- 
waters not only threaten the lands adjacent to the tributaries, but once they 
have flowed into the Snake River they aggravate and contribute to the prob- 
lem along the main Snake River. 

(e) The threat of a flood disaster causes large areas to be retained as brush 
pasture instead of being transformed into land capable of producing row crops 
or irrigated pasturelands. There is no doubt that the upper valleys are not 
utilized to the maximum of their potential productive capacity due to the exist- 
ence of the threat of flood damage. 

(f) Since the creation of Flood Control District No. 1 of Idaho in 1946, the 
Congress of the United States has appropriated and spent, through the Corps 
of Army Engineers, well over $2 million on the stabilization of the channel of 
the Snake River in the Heise-Roberts area. According to the present plans 
contained in the report of the Chief of Engineers, submitted in House Docu- 
ment No. 531, 81st Congress, 2d session, the proposed recommendations con- 
tained therein would require the expenditure of an estimated additional $4 mil- 
lion to provide reasonable security to the Heise-Roberts area alone; and it is 
also estimated that it will require approximately $40 thousand per year to main- 
tain such construction once it is completed. 

(g) Palisades Reservoir, now under construction as a multiple-purpose dam, 
does not provide adequate flood-control capacity to meet the recurring emer- 
gency runoff years on the south fork of the Snake River above the dam. Pal- 
isades Dam has a capacity of 1,1400,000 acre-feet of water, and a probable nor- 
mal drawdown of 400,000 acre-feet. These figures may be contrasted with a waste 
runoff of 3,800,000 acre-feet in 1928 and 3,500,000 acre-feet in 1952. 





1002 HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 


(h) It appears that to provide even reasonable security to the development 
that is almost certain to occur in the eastern Idaho Snake River Valley in the 
near future will require that the protection that is now provided to a limited 
area, namely within Flood Control District No. 1 of Idaho, be extended to the 
whole of the valley, viz, from Heise downstream on the South Fork to the con- 
fluence of the North and South Forks, from St. Anthony downstream on the 
North Fork to the confluence of the North and South Forks and from the con- 
fluence downstream to the American Falls Reservoir. Such extensive works are 
not now provided for in House Document No. 531. 

(i) The need for extensive channelization and bank stabilization exists on 
the main stream of the Snake River throughout the whole of western Wyoming. 

(j) There is a need for channel stabilization and complete control of the flows 
of the streams in the mountain valleys of practically every tributary of the Snake 
River. The cost of this stabilization has not even been estimated. 

(k) Channelization and bank stabilization within Flood Countrol District No. 
1 of Idaho has no beneficial effects upon flood-control problems existing in west- 
ern Wyoming, or on any of the tributaries of the Snake River. Nor would com- 
plete channelization and bank stabilization in western Wyoming and on the 
tributaries of the Snake River upstream from Flood Control District No. 1 of 
Idaho alleviate our flood-control problems. 

1. Presuming that House Document No. 531 were modified to provide for chan- 
nelization and bank stabilization of the Snake River and all of its tributaries 
necessary to reasonable security for the affected areas, and the Congress of the 
United States were to appropriate the necessary funds, such projects and devel- 
opment would do nothing to provide for the maximum utilization and develop- 
ment of the waste and floodwaters except to provide them with a channel for 
their escort downstream. 

4. Conclusions of Flood Control District No. 1 of Idaho from foregoing observa- 
tions.—While the studies of Flood Control District No. 1 of Idaho and the fore- 
going observations reached as a result of these studies have been primarily from 
the point of view of flood control within this area, we have arrived at one in- 
escapable conclusion; namely, the problems of flood control, irrigation, naviga- 
tion, and a development of hydroelectric power are so integrated and interde- 
pendent that the maximum utilization of the waters of Snake River and their 
development cannot be accomplished from the point of view of either flood con- 
trol, irrigation, navigation or hydroelectric power, without a comprehensive and 
integrated plan. Haphazard development of the waters of Snake River with- 
out such a comprehensive and integrated plan will detract from the possibilities 
that could be realized under such a comprehensive and integrated plan. 

Flood Control District No. 1 of Idaho is unalterably opposed to any down- 
stream commitments of the waters of Snake River until such time as a compre- 
hensive plan of development and utilization of the waters of the Snake River has 
been perfected. 

5. Snake River Basin water resource plan of development.—Since the summer 
of 1952 Flood Control District No. 1 of Idaho has been conducting an extensive 
study of a plan for the maximum utilization and development of the waters of 
Snake River Basin, not for the benefit of the Snake River Basin alone, but also as 
the Snake River Basin may contribute to the development of the Columbia River 
Basin as a whole. The plan as thus far developed, and as will be included in 
this report is the opinion of this committee, based upon the studies made which 
are difficult of evaluation. If the plan as set forth herein and the statements 
made with respect to it conld be made conclusively and their evaluation without 
further study were possible, our recommendations would be uneqivocal. Pre- 
liminary investigations of the plan has already been made by the Corps of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, at hearings held at Idaho Falls, Idaho: Jackson, 
Wyo.: and Boise, Idaho, on February 15, 16, and 18, 1955. The preliminary 
studies together with information and data already accumulated by the Corps 
of Engineers and the Bureau of Reclamation will no doubt be presented to the 
Congress of the United States for its consideration in the near future. We are 
convinced that the report of the Corps of Engineers of the United States Army, 
once it is submitted to the Congress of the United States, will convince it that 
no such plan exists and that the need therefor is immediate and of great impor- 
tance, and that further piecemeal and haphazard development, including Hells 
Canyon Dam of the Snake River, whether it be from the point of view of flood 
eontrol, irrigation, navigation, or for the development of hydroelectric power, 
will detract from the possibilities that would exist in this comprehensive plan 
and would be foolhardy. 
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In the inception any such plan for maximum development of the Snake River 
Basin as a whole should, and must, give the highest priority to the protection of 
existing rights and values. The development of the Snake River Basin to date 
has been accomplished by individuals and local interests by their hard work, 
their individual initiative, and without outside help. 

Because of unique climatic, topographic, and geographical factors, the Snake 
River Basin presents unusual opportunity for water resource development. Of 
the tens of millions of acres within the basin, perhaps half of the area is at 
elevations and of topography that is adapted to cultivation; however, consider- 
able of the area is not of the proper soil. It has been estimated that there is 
8 million acres which is of excellent soil, which if supplied with moisture, could 
produce excellently of all crops adapted to a temperate climate. Approximately 
2 million acres are now irrigated, leaving 6 million acres that are available for 
irrigation. It is probable that enough water for the irrigation of all of the 
cultivable areas now comes into the Snake River Basin were it possible for 
the water to be properly conserved and allocated. How much of the additional 
6 million acres can be irrigated is subject to conjecture, which can only be 
determined by future studies; but the possibilities stagger the imagination, 

The topography of the areas to be irrigated in the Snake River Basin are 
favorably located as to elevation and relation to the source of water supply, 
if the water is primarily conserved through upstream storage and distributed 
with due consideration to maximum utilization of return flow. Practically all of 
the water that is used or is available for irrigation use in the Snake River 
Basin is originally conserved by nature in the form of snow at elevations about 
7,000 feet. Such areas are situate in general around the rim of the basin. Any 
plan for comprehensive development of water resources of the Snake River 

3asin should provide for storage installations to be located as far upstream and 

as close to the lower edge of the snow pack as possible. Storage so placed 
would make possible the irrigation of the upstream valleys immediately below 
the snow pack, then irrigation of the vast intermediate areas comprising the 
upper Snake River plain, then irrigation of the Bruneau, Mountain Home, and 
adjacent areas, and finally irrigation of the lower valleys of the Snake River and 
the valleys of the Boise, Payette, Weiser, and other streams entering Snake River 
near the western boundary of Idaho. Through only a plan of which the primary 
feature is upstream storage can the major portion of the irrigable area of the 
Snake River Basin be irrigated, and through no other plan can this be accom- 
plished. 

Such a plan presupposes that insofar as western Wyoming is concerned, the 
construction of upstream reservoirs in that area would make the utilization of 
such waters available to the high mountain valleys in Wyoming first. It is recog- 
nized that such use by Wyoming interests will be beneficial not only to them, 
but by maximum utilization of the return flow, will in turn be beneficial to Idaho 
interests, 

The waters that enter that portion of the Snake River Basin above Bliss, in 
the main, debouch from the snow-packed areas into mountain valleys, then either 
flow directly to the main channel of the Snake River or are conducted tu Snake 
River in underground channels beneath the vast lava plain of central and eastern 
Idaho. That portion of the water which travels underground is lost to use in 
the upper valley areas and to a major extent in the entire Snake River Basin. 
Retention of this lost flow in reservoirs upstream from the plain areas would 
permit distribution of it on the surface of the plain, thus making possible irriga- 
tion of hundreds of thousands of acres that cannot be otherwise supplied with 
water, and after the first use of this water, sufficient return and other flow would 
still enter the ground and return to Snake River in the Thousand Springs area 
to eliminate any possibility of reduction of present use on the lava plains or 
downstream therefrom. 

Approximately 6 million acre-feet of water now enters Snake River in or 
adjacent to the Thousand Springs area, principally from underground flow. It 
would appear that at least half of this flow is water that escaped use in the 
upper valley areas because it percolated into the ground prior to storage or 
irrigation diversion. If a reasonable portion of this unused water were stored 
in reservoirs close to the snow pack, hundreds of thousands of additional acres 
could be irrigated in eastern and south-central Idaho. 

A great amount of water is lost to use in eastern Idaho through percolation 
in the Rexburg-St. Anthony area. It would appear that the amount of water 
So lost in this area would be between 500,000 and 1 million acre-feet. Conserva- 
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tion of this water in upstream reservoirs and its use and possible reuse in eastern 
Idaho could contribute much to the development of this area. 

Much of the flows of the streams flowing south from the mountains bordering 
the eastern portion of the Snake River Basin on the north is lost for irrigaiion 
use either because of underground percolation or because they now flow down- 
stream prior to the time their waters are required for irrigation. Upstream 
storage on these streams would permit greater agricultural development of their 
valleys and in addition would provide irrigation water for other areas. 

Major or large portions of the runoff from all of the streams entering Snake 
River west of Bliss are lost to beneficial use because the principal portion of 
the runoff occurs prior to the time water is needed for irrigation. Tremendous 
areas of land can be irrigated only if these lost waters are conserved in upstream 
reservoirs until they are needed for irrigation. 

Probably 14 million acre-feet of water from snow-pack areas enters Snake 
River and its tributaries in the Snake River Basin at elevations of 7,000 feet or 
above. The power potentialities that are provided by this water and its eleva- 
tion above sea level are tremendous. The provision of upstream storage for flood 
control through the Snake River Basin would automatically provide the basic 
means for production of power to many times the volume that is now possible 
of production by Snake River and its tributaries in the upper basin of the river. 
Storage of the water in the upstream reservoirs and its release during the 
irrigation season would automatically provide many times the power required 
fur irrigation of areas above gravity-flow level. 

Such reservoirs would, of course, provide ideal habitat for fish, game, and 
wildlife and would provide additional recreational areas. 

6. Possible effects of water resources development plan of Snake River Basin 
upon Hells Canyon Dam.—Flood Control District No. 1 of Idaho is convinced 
from its studies that to build Hells Canyon Dam at the present time, before the 
completion of the studies of the proposed plan for the maximum utilization of the 
water resources of the Snake River Basin, could not help but have adverse 
consequences to the ultimate realization of the maximum utilization of such 
water. We are equally convinced, however, that maximum utilization of the 
water resources of the Snake River Basin under a comprehensive plan will 
ultimately result in benefits downstream, which would be equal to, if not greater 
than they are at the present time. Looking at the development of the waters 
of the Snake River strictly from the point of view of hydroelectric power in 
the Snake River Basin, it stands to reason that to capture such waters at the 
higher elevations would provide greater power potential from them than to 
commit them at the elevation of the proposed Hells Canyon Dam without first 
having fully utilized them at such higher elevations. We believe that such 
waters could be captured first at the elevation of 7,000 feet and be used and 
reused at this elevation: that the water could then be captured at an eleva- 
tion comparable to the Palisades Dam, at an elevation of approximately 5,500 
feet and be used and reused at this elevation, and so on downstream to the 
elevation of Weiser of approximately 2,320 feet. Each second-foot of water 
dropping 12 feet is the equivalent of 1 kilowatt of power, and the logic of an 
overall comprehensive integrated plan for maximum utilization of waters for 
hydroelectric power alone appears self-evident. 

It is therefore respectfully submitted that the Congress of the United States 
take no action pertaining to Hells Canyon Dam at this time, but that the con- 
struction of any facility in Hells Canyon be withheld until such time as studies 
have been made by the Corps of Engineers of the United States Army pertain- 
ing to a comprehensive and integrated plan of development for the whole of the 
Snake River Basin. Even then, if such construction is compatible with such 
an overall plan, this district feels that the highest priority must be preserved 
for the use of such water in the upper reaches of the Snake River watershed, 
not only for existing consumptive uses, but without limitation of future con- 
sumptive uses. 

Morris Koon. 
MARION HACKING. 
Irvin V. HARROP. 
Joun T. POOLE. 
LAWRENCE BLAKELY. 
Joe TOMCHAK. 
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STATEMENT OF PHitip ForD, WEISER, IDAHO 


I am opposed to the construction of the Hells Canyon Dam by the Federal 
Government for the following reasons. 

1. Idaho’s future water needs will be impaired if 3,800,000 acre-feet of water 
are required for reservoir storage. 

2. The tremendous difference in cost between the high dam and the three low 
dams does not justify the relatively small difference in power volume to be 
generated. 

3. I believe that in all cases where private enterprise is able and willing to 
invest the capital necessary for the development of our natural resources that 
this should be its right and duty to do so without Government competition or 
restriction, beyond the Federal laws or regulation and control. 

4. The tax revenue derived from successful private ownership and operation 
far surpasses any other means of promoting the general welfare. 


STATEMENT OF FREMONT-MADISON IRRIGATION DISTRICT 


I am chairman of the Fremont-Madison Irrigation District, which comprises 
practically all of the land in Fremont County, Madison County, and Teton 
County. These counties are at the source of the Snake River. We have been 
working for years for additional water supplies and have built our own reser- 
voir, the Island Park Reservoir, with the aid of the Government. We are pay- 
ing back to the Government every dollar which they have expended. This ven- 
ture has been put on a business basis. 

We have studied this Hells Canyon problem and the water problems of the 
Snake River for years. The Fremont-Madison Irrigation District is unalterably 
opposed to the Government's high Hells Canyon Dam. We are served by the 
Utah Power & Light Co. and we feel that our water rights should be protected. 

We recently had a hearing at Idaho Falls with the Army engineers. We think 
that your committee should get the report of these agencies who have made a 
complete study of the water resources before any Government dam is built at 
Hells Canyon. We are for private enterprise, the American incentive system 
that has made this country what it is. Even though some companies appear 
to have a monopoly, they are regulated by agencies even as to prices charged. 
We feel that we would be better served, if there is any surplus water, to have 
the surplus handled by private enterprise instead of public power. 


J. C. Smpoway, Chairman. 


STATEMENT OF SAM FRETWELL, PRESIDENT OF THE IDAHO OREGON WASHINGTON 
Hetts CANYON ASSOCIATION 


Gentlemen, my name is Sam Fretwell. I am a farmer and chairman of the 
Idaho Oregon Washington Hells Canyon Association. I have spent my eutire 
life in the Snake River Valley and have seen the development of much of the 
irrigated lands of this section. I own 292 acres of land and operate 87 acres 
more. All but 40 acres of this land was barren sage brush desert just 15 years 
ago. 

Moving to the Black Canyon, second unit in the spring of 1939, I have witnessed 
and participated in the development of one of the most productive sections of 
the entire Nation. None of this development would have been possible without 
the assistance of the Bureau of Reclamation, and I wish to make the observation 
that there is not a farmer present today or living in this valley whose water 
supply is not more adequate than it was before the Bureau of Reclamation began 
to construct their storage dams on the Snake River and its tributaries. Their 
water rights are the same. That is, their right is guaranteed by the constitution 
in the priority which it holds, but their supply of water is enhanced and protected 
by having space in the Bureau of Reclamation storage dams so that they may 
store their water and use it at the season when it is needed most. 

The basic principle upon which the Bureau of Reclamation was created and 
has since operated is the theory that all benefits derived from the construction 
of these storage projects should accrue to the benefit of the entire development. 
In line with this concept, all power revenues produced (above the cost of instal- 
ae are used to help pay the cost of constructing the other reclamation 
eatures. 
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It was in line with this basic policy that the construction of Hells Canyon 
Dam was proposed by the Bureau and the bill which is now before your com- 
mittee provides that the dam and any other appurtenant works such as the 
Mountain Home project, when authorized, shall be treated as one project for 
the purpose of allowing the revenues from Hells Canyon to defray the cost of 
reclaiming those desert lands. 

We of the Hells Canyon Association, an organization of some 10,000 members, 
were organized for the purpose of promoting this principle. It should not have 
been necessary to organize a civilian group for this purpose. But for some 
reason, this great project had run into opposition from a barrage of power 
company propaganda which threatened to push it entirely aside. While the 
people of the Northwest slept, the power company would quietly take over the 
greatest remaining power site of the Northwest, and without the power pro- 
duction from Hells Canyon the arid lands of Idaho would remain arid. 

For approximately 30 years the Idaho Power Co. has owned the Oxbow dam- 
site on the Snake River, it never produced any appreciable amount of power 
and no attempt was made to develop it. For several years now it has been 
completely abandoned. However, when the Army engineers and the Bureau of 
Reclamation announced their plan to develop the high dam at Hells Canyon, 
Idaho Power immediately filed an application for permits to construct a power 
plant at the Oxbow site which would preclude the Hells Canyon dam. 

After the Army engineers report was released, it was sent to Governor Robins 
who put his stamp of approval onit. Then in the 1949 session of the legislature, 
a memorial was introduced urging Congress to proceed with the Columbia River 
development which specifically authorized Hells Canyon. This memorial passed 
the State house of representatives 59 to 0, and carried in the State senate by 
a margin of 27 to 3. 

On May 8, 1950, Senator Dworshak introduced Senate bill 3556 to authorize 
construction of Hells Canyon Dam. The same day Representative John Sanborn 
introduced H. R. 8412 which was identical with the Dworshak bill. Idaho 
people were jubilant. There was no outcry of socialism nor any protest from 
water users. R. P. Parry, prominent reclamation lawyer, assured the water 
users that their rights were fully protected. We were on our way to a com- 
prehensive development of the Snake River. 

Then someone threw a monkey wrench. Just who it was and why that threw 
the monkey wrench is not hard to deduce in the light of subsequent events. 

On March 29, 1951, Secretary of the Interior Oscar L. Chapman wrote to 
T. E. Roach, president of Idaho Power, a letter in which he declined to include 
in the Hells Canyon bill a clause which would reserve by legislative action a 
huge block of power for the Idaho Power Co. The proposal was purely for the 
purpose of circumventing the public preference clause which is a basic principle 
of the reclamation law, and was highly questionable if not illegal. However 
from that date on, Idaho Power has fought with all means at their disposal to 
stop the construction of Hells Canyon Dam. 

It is no surprise that they are fighting any proposal which might again bring 
competition to them. We people who have lived on farms in Idaho can remember 
when it was almost impossible to get power installed on our farms. When we 
did we had to pay for the lines, poles, and transformers, guarantee a large 
amount per year for 5 years, then after we had paid for it the line belonged to 
the power company. 

That policy changed overnight when the Vale REA was organized and started 
to serve rural customers of the area. Immediately Idaho Power started string- 
ing wires to farms all over the entire area. In fact they were in such a rush 
that they even worked at night to get ahead of the RBA. 

Finally however they were able to block the LaGrande-Baker intertie which 
would have brought Federal power into the region. This left the REA with no 
source of power except their mortal enemy, the Idaho Power Co. For 2 years 
the Idaho Power Co. refused to sell them any power. Later the Federal Power 
Commission ordered them to sell to them which they did. However this gave 
them the opportunity which they were looking for. They simply charged the co- 
operative retail prices for the wholesale power which thev sold to them. Then 
they cut their own retail prices to the point where the REA could not compete. 
They were simply forced to their knees by economic strangulation. 

An interesting sidelight of the fight between the I¢sho Power Co. and the 
REA was the fact that during the 10 years which the RHA was in existence the 
service of Idaho Power Co. went up and their rates came down. (Some 20 rate 
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reductions were announced during the 10-year period.) Then after they suc- 
ceeded in killing the REA, their service came back down and their rates have 
gone back up. 

First and foremost in the bag of weapons which they use against Hells Canyon 
has been the scare technique which has brought fear to some of our eastern Idaho 
Farmers. They have been blitzed with propaganda all to the effect that any 
Federal development in Hells Canyon would deprive them of their water rights. 

Secondly, the smear campaign, in which they put all of the thousands of peo- 
ple in the Northwest who believe, as Theodore Roosevelt did, that we should 
“husband our resources,” conserve and fully develop them. These people they 
lump all together and call them a batch of left-wingers “who wish to socialize 
Idaho.” No more dastardly or un-American activity could be undertaken by 
anyone. 

Third, the Idaho Power Co. through trained propagandists and economic pres- 
sure has almost completely blocked out any editorial opposition to their plans. 
The major newspapers of this area are all ardent supporters of their three-dam 
plan and that is their perfect right. But there are a number of weeklies in Idaho 
who are not in sympathy with them but for fear of economic reprisal, they 
either go along with them or remain silent. 

I have a letter from the publisher of two weekly newspapers telling of the 
treatment he received when he started giving the Hells Canyon side of the story. 
How he was pressured from all sides by high officials of the power company and 
when he refused to accede to their blandishments they withdrew their advertis- 
ing. Several other small weeklies have received the same treatment and then 
soon after the economic squeeze had been put on, someone with plenty of money 
would come in and make a generous offer to buy their paper. Whether it was 
accidental or not the papers were always pro Idaho Power afterward. 

The same thing holds true with the radio. Two years ago the Hells Canyon 
Association had a, regular program on Station KDSH in Boise. It was getting 
good results. The Idaho Power Co. made a public opinion survey and found 
that we were gaining support for Hells Canyon. 

One night we made the mistake of telling our listeners just who owned Idaho 
Power Co. and where they lived. Soon afterward the managers of the station 
called in our secretary and laid down the law. We couldn’t do that over his sta- 
tion and told us frankly Idaho Power had objected to it. It was perfectly all 
right for the power company through their propagandists and subservient press 
to call us a batch of socialists, but when we told the honest truth about them 
and used their own stockholders report to prove it, we got kicked off the air. 

It is little wonder then that we have had a slow job of bringing around the 
people of southern Idaho. But slowly and surely the tide is turning in our favor. 
Many organizations which were opposed have turned silent because of the pres- 
sure from within their own ranks. The Idaho Farm Bureau is one. Three 
years ago they passed a resolution against the high dam. Two years ago the 
pressure was so hard on them from within that they voted to remove Hells Canyon 
as an issue before the Farm Bureau. If the Farm Bureau heads appear here 
today they will be doing so without the authorization of their members. 

It is my understanding that the Idaho State Grange is also neutral in their 
approach. While the Farmers Union both State and national is solidly behind 
the high dam. 

In regard to the water users of the upper Snake River Valley, we are whole- 
heartedly in agreement that their water rights must be protected. I personally 
helped write section 2 of the bill, which not only protects present, but all future 
development for beneficial consumptive use, valid under State law. Any attempt 
to do away with that provision would bring the opposition of both the Idaho, 
Oregon, Washington and the national Hells Canyon associations. However, we 
do not agree to the theory that any farmer or group of farmers has any right 
to say what shall be done with their waste water after they are through with 
it ; and the waste water is all that we are interested in. 

One hundred years of keeping records on the Snake River has proved that if 
every drop of water from Yellowstone to Homedale was taken out and used for 
irrigation, there would still be plenty of flood and seepage water left to fill any 
dam that could be built in Hells Canyon. 

The past few years, the problem of drainage has been a greater menace than 
the shortage of water has ever been, and it will continue to become worse. Geolo- 
gists tell us that this whole country from Weiser to Yellowstone was once a great 
inland lake, and if anything happened to close Hells Canyon completely, it would 
soon become a lake again. 


62506—55—-A——-6 
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A dam twice as high as the one proposed by the Bureau would flood the airport 
on which your committee members landed yesterday and would only take a few 
years to do it. 

It is inconceivable that the leaders of those who oppose this bill are not aware 
of the facts and therefore one must come to the conclusion that they are more 
interested in the future of Idaho Power, than in the future of Idaho. 

The charge has been made that this is a political dam. If that is so we would 
like to have proof, because if it can be proved, then we can prove that Idaho Power 
is illegally engaged in politics. 

We of the Hells Canyon Association also accept the theory that more upstream 
storage would be a good thing, we hope many more irrigation projects are built 
in Idaho. But we reject the theory that a downstream dam will injure anyone’s 
prior water right. 

We reject, also, the theory that a Federal dam downstream will hurt water 
rights, while a private dam or dams would not. The plain fact is that if any 
downstream dam will affect water rights then all downstream dams whether pub- 
lic or private will have the same effect. Therefore, we ask you to question closely 
any witnesses who oppose the high dam but do not oppose the three low dams 
which will require more water during the summer irrigation season than the high 
dam. If they are not opposed to the low dams too, then you will know that they 
are not sincere in their opposition, and are being used only as tools of the power 
company. 

However, the plain facts are as shown by the records kept by the Bureau and 
the report made by Lynn Crandall (Snake River watermaster) that no dam either 
public or private will in any way affect the present or future of reclamation 
in Idaho. 

Since those facts are pretty well eestablished, we now ask you committee mem- 
bers to study the proposal on its merits alone (the only thing which our oppo- 
nents are hoping you will not do). After you have done that, we have no doubt 
what your answer will be. We will not attempt to go into technical details 
since you will obtain all of that at your technical hearings in Washington. How- 
ever, we do urge that you will put your influence behind an investigation, out 
here, because there is ample evidence that the power companies of this region 
are acting in violation of the antimonopoly laws. We farmers and workers of 
the West can’t hope to compete with all of the money in the world, and that is 
what we are up against out here. 

You will notice that our opposition is being led by the State chamber of com- 
merce and the Idaho Reclamation Association. Both of these organizations re- 
ceive large contributions from the Idaho Power Co., thereby putting themselves 
in the position of “kept women” of the power company. Needless to say none of 
the organizations who are in favor of the high dam are the recipient of any con- 
tribution from them. 

The power company has built a tremendous amount of good will among the 
chambers of commerce of the area simply because they contribute handsomely 
to the State and local chapters. Several thousand dollars was contributed to 
the various chapters last year. 

The Idaho Reclamation Association is also another recipient of much money 
from the power company. Last fall when the National Reclamation Association 
met in Portland, Oreg., the Idaho association was some $700 in arrears on it’s 
dues to national association. I was informed by one of the members of the 
board of directors that when Idaho Power Co. learned of this deficit, they and 
the Washington Water Power Co. immediately paid it off for them. Several 
members and directors of this association have told me that if it wasn't for the 
fact that Idaho Power’s attorney, R. P. Parry, was a member of the resolutions 
committee, that all objections to Hells Canyon would long ago have been removed 
from the Idaho Reclamation Association. 

In spite of the tremendous amount of our money which has been spent by the 
power company to buy influence in all of these organizations, we have overcome 
with the sword of truth, and we can say to you unequivocally now, that if Con- 
gress allows the Snake River to be mutilated by a totally inadequate development 
for power production alone, then they will have to face the wrath of the entire 
Pacific Northwest for years to come, and Idaho Power Co. will be so despised in 
this area that the flower of victory will turn to ashes in their hands. 

Finally, I would like to thank all of you committe members who were so kind 
as to come out here to listen to our story and to thank you in advance for the 
favorable action which we know you will take now that you have seen what the 
people in the Northwest are fighting for. 
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Idaho Power Co.—Public contributions 


| 1947 | 1948 1949 


| j 
1951 1952 | 1953 1954 | 1955 


ppetianpaelts 
} 
| } 


4| 3, i 3,7 


| | 
Advertising and publicity agents banquet.._- | 
Thomas Alva Edison Foundation, Inc 7H 


oace ee daewe 


76 4, 314! 


1, 049) 1, 130] 1, 238] 
2, 227| 2,745) 2,554] 2, 
450} 450! 


Edison Electric Institute - - - | 2, 002 

Northwest Electric Light & Power  Associa- 
tion. 

National Association of Electric Co.’s 

Idaho State Reclamation Association - 

National Committee for Economic Develop- | 
ment. a 


2, 591) 5, 044) 5, 500 
800} 893 

| 1,852) 2,000 
450) 


692) 1, 400 
596) 2, 650 
450} 450 


Electrical engineering department O. 8. C__-_- 
Chamber of Commerce, USA__..........- alias 
Local chambers of commerce, Oregon 

Local chambers of commerce, Idaho 

Idaho State Chamber of Commerce 

Local commercial clubs, Idaho 





~"300} 300 

350} 377) 404 600 
3, 222| 5, 748) 4,457) 5,000 
4, 320) 4, 320) 4,320) 4, 320 


300 





406! 
| 4,043) 4, 204) 3, 961) 
3, 660) 4, 425) 3, 960 


55) 4, 494 410) 


National Association of Manufacturers. 

National Industrial Information Committee _- 

Oregon Business & Tax Research, Inc 

Associated General Contractors of America__-- 

Associated Taxpayers of Idaho 

National Tax Equality Association - is onl 

Pacific Northwest Development Association... 

Pacific Northwest Trade Association 

Boise Retail Merchants Bureau 

The American Forestry Association-.---...---| 

Idaho State Electrical Contractors Associa- | 

Southern States Industrial “Council, “Ine. 
Nashville, Tenn 

College of Idaho 

Columbia Empire Industries, Inc., Portland, | 
Oreg_. : 

Idaho State Assessor’s Association. 

Northwest International Association of Elec- 
trical Inspectors 

Nevada State Reclamation Association 

American Watershed Council, Inc 

Miscellaneous, not itemized (‘‘small items,’’ 
St CORRE ENON 8 nia wwdosiadyretuben wii 
Castleford Grange, Idaho. pekese 

Northview Grange, Idaho__-_-_- 

4-H Clubs. 

Meridian Dairy and Livestock Show- 

Keep Idaho Green : 

Boise Junior College 

Music Week. 

Conversation Workshops, Boise 

Junior Chamber of Commerce, Pocatello... - 

Boise Ditch Safety Committee, Inc 

Idaho State Hotel Association 

Malheur County agent’s office, Vale, Oreg_--- 

Homedale Merchants Association, Idaho- 

Community Building, Cascade, Idaho. 

Horseshoe Bend Community Hall, Idaho. -_- 

Frontier Riding Club... 

Magic Valley Horse Show 

Idaho Equestrians, 0....-. 

Camas County Retail Merchants Association. 

Pioneer Road Fund é 

Eden,Hunt Road project, Lion’s Club____- 

Hillsdale Highway District, Hazelton-Hunt 


Elmore oe ey, Cannery... de 
Buh! Library Fun cake 

Buhl Country Club. 

Idaho Inaugural Float-_--_--_- 

Bogus Basin Recreation Association....-.--.- 
American Legion Hall_- 

Vandal Boosters, Inc 

High school athletic fund. __. 

University of Idaho, Parma Experimental 





Central Idaho Mining Association 
The Idaho Four Seasons Club, Boise 


Norte.—Political contributions: None. 
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STATEMENT oF W. M. FroME, REPRESENTATIVE FROM FREMONT COUNTY, 
IpauHo House or REPRESENTATIVES, St. ANTHONY, IDAHO 


We, the people of Fremont County, are very much and rightly so, concerned 
about our water rights if the proposed Hells Canyon Dam is constructed. 

We are very much opposed to the construction of this Federal project until 
the people of Idaho are assured without a question of a doubt that our water 
rights will be fully protected now and in the future. 


STATEMENT OF A. C, GARBER, CALDWELL, IDAHO 


I do not have the technical knowledge to make a statement from an engineer- 
ing standpoint. This information, I believe, has been submitted to the FPC 
and that body is in a position to judge these facts. 

I am opposed to the legislation, which would provide for a Federal dam at the 
Hells Canyon site, however, because: 

1. Private construction, would accomplish the purposes for which the high, 
Federal dam is proposed, and has established the fact that they will construct 
these dams. 

2. The applicant has shown financial ability to construct the proposed dams. 

3. If private enterprise can, and will, satisfactorily accomplish the purposes 
of any part of our economic structure, this should not be taken over by our 
Government, because: 

(a) It is contrary to the fundamental principles of our economic and political 
structure. 

(b) It means the use of Federal funds—tax money—for the construction of 
this project. 

(c) It eliminates a large sum of tax money that would be contributed by 
private enterprise. 

(d) It eliminates the incentive that results in most efficient operation. 

4. I feel that much of the opposition to the Idaho Power Co.’s proposed pro- 
jects is prompted by political expediency without consideration of the ultimate 
result to the economic and political welfare of the State of Idaho. 


STATEMENT OF H. GRANT GARDNER, REPRESENTATIVE FROM PAYETTE COUNTY, 
FRUITLAND, IDAHO 


I speak for and in behalf of one of the oldest irrigated sections of Idaho and 
the West, the water users of the lower Payette Valley. Their use started before 
the turn of the century and when reclamation was in its infancy. I am attempt- 
ing to represent 50,000 acres of land and 15,000 people located largely within 
Payette County. 

The area was developed by private capital and is served by numerous inde- 
pendent canal companies by water diverted largely from the natural flow of the 
Payette River. 

My personal interest is that of a landowner and operator. I was for many years 
secretary of one of the irrigation companies and am currently president of a 
rather loosely drawn organization known as the Payette Valley Water Users 
Association, which embraces all the Payette Valley, approximately 150,000 acres. 

The large majority of the residents of my area have opposed and will continue 
to oppose any pending Hells Canyon Dam proposals. Their opposition is predi- 
cated not on the public versus private power controversy, but on local irrigation 
factors, namely because every Hells Canyon Dam proposal suggests a diversion 
of water and power revenue to develop the Mountain Home desert. 

We admit that we and our forebears have been a trifle negligent and delinquent 
in not more firmly establishing our cherished rights. We failed in our infancy 
to recognize the competition that has developed for the use of the waters of the 
Snake and its tributaries. In our desire to avoid adjudication we have failed to 
secure, in many instances, proper stipulative decrees. Our case today rests 
on prior use, continued natural flow of the Payette River and perhaps a liberal 
reclamation attitude. 

We admit we have a surplus of water and we hope that by cooperative effort it 
can wisely and beneficially be used. But, we assert that the United States 
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Bureau of Reclamation has over the past two decades been evasive, collusive, 
and to a degree autocratic so far as our interests are concerned. 

Some years ago we surrendeded a filing on a dam site, at Carbarton on the 
Payette River, in order to clear the way for erection of the Cascade Dam. At 
that time a contract was executed, promising us a firm bottom storage right in 
the Cascade Reservoir. Either inadvertently or conveniently this contract dis- 
appeared and to this day we have never been able to arbitrate a new one upon 
the basis of the old one. They talk only in terms of top storage, and at a greatly 
increased acre-foot cost. 

The Bureau has insisted that no contract for storage or natural flow rights 
ean be negotiated until a comprehensive study of the river has been made. We 
charge that they have been dilatory. 

They, the Bureau, have indicated that our theoretical needs should not exceed 
5 acre-feet. We, from a practical viewpoint, insist we need 7 and 8. This is due 
to our diversification, our small acreages, and the fact that our projects were 
not engineered and constructed at public expense. 

I made this observation, since the whole argument seems to revolve about up- 
stream diversion depleting the flow of water over downstream dams, how can 
the proponents consistently contend that you can by a single stroke of legislation, 
irrigate 150,000 acres more land upstream and at the same time not aggravate 
this severely strained point. 

An honest survey of this year’s runoff in the Snake River watershed should 
prove the fallacy and unsoundness of such a proposal. 

Perhaps a trifle selfishly we look apprehensively at even the Scriver Creek 
power diversion because fluctuations in the natural flow of the river pose for us 
very severe problems. 

Until such time as the Bureau of Reclamation sees fit to give us a fair con- 
tract for bottom storage in Cascade Dam at a price not greatly in excess of 
that originally agreed on, and assurance that sufficient natural flow in the 

*ayette River will be maintained to insure us adequate water during all seasons 
of the year, we will continue to oppose any Hells Canyon project that envisions 
upstream diversions on the Payette River to any other area. 

As a final and personal observation, permit me to suggest that in view of our 
acute agricultural surplus problems we should never dissipate power revenues on 
a financially unfeasible reclamation project. Let’s quit talking in terms of inter- 
est components, ete. Let’s make power alone justify its existence. Let’s make 
reclamation stand upon its own economic legs and let’s not confuse the issues. 

Let’s be honest, realistic, and practical and with peacetime atomic develop- 
ment and improved agricultural practice I feel certain that Idaho can develop 
and prosper without the burden either of a Hells Canyon Dam or an economically 
unsound reclamation development. 


STATEMENT OF D. J. GAvED, ELecrricat Contractors SuPPLY COMPANY, 
205 Sourn TuHirD STREET, PocaTeLLo, IpaAno 


I am the owner and manager of the Dlectrical Contractors Supply Co., located 
at 205 South Third, Pocatello, Idaho. I have served the contractors of this area 
for the last 5 years, and | can speak with confidence for the contractors and 
myself that the Idaho Power Co. is a very good firm to work with. 

I would like to go on record with the following statements: 

1. The Federal Government should not be in the power business in any way or 
any other business that private enterprise can handle. 

2. The Idaho Power Co. should be allowed to construct the three dams as re- 
quested in their application to the Federal Power Commission. 

8. Congress should table any legislation on Hells Canyon at this time and let 
the Federal Power Commission make the decision on the basis of testimony and 
facts presented at the hearings on the Idaho Power Co. application. 

Respectfully submitted, 

D. J. Gaven. 
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STATEMENT OF GEM CoUNTY DEMOCRATIC CENTRAL COMMITTEE 


Be it known that the Gem County Democratic Central Committee reaffirms its 
faith in the high dam at Hells Canyon. 
We believe that such a dam would develop all the potential power from the 
wonderful natural resource that this site provides. 
We feel the proposed three low dams would ruin this natural dam site for 
future development. 
B. L. MAaxFIeEvp, 
President. 
ANpDREW A. HARTMAN, 
Vice President. 
MARGARET ARNOLD EMMETT, 
Secretary-Treasurer. 


STATEMENT OF RoLAND W. GrorGE, DAIRYMAN, BAKER, OREGON 


Of first concern is the full, comprehensive development of our river resources. 
This we must have in order to help take care of our rapidly increasing population 
at our present high living standards. This comprehensive development most 
easily can be done through Federal development of our large storage dam sites. 

Also of high importance is protection of our irrigation water rights. It is my 
opinion S. 1333 adequately makes power requirements second to domestic and irri- 
gation rights. Private development of the Snake River leaves much to be desired 
as they have filed for water rights over and above the low flow of the river. 
Future irrigation projects might have to buy back these rights as they did at 
American Falls. This would make many future irrigation projects financially 
impossible. 


STATEMENT OF WILLIAM W. GosLez, Borse, IDAHO (OpPposING HELLS CANYON Dam) 


My name is William W. Goble. I am a native of Idaho. My mother became 
a resident of Idaho in 1864, at the age of 9 years and lived here for 72 years. 
During this period most of the development of irrigation in southwestern Idaho 
took place. 

My father was a party in the first suit brought to establish water rights in the 
State. 

My motive in making this report to your committee is to explain to you how 
many of the farmers who oppose the Government construction of the high dam 
in Hells Canyon have been deceived. 

These farmers have been told that the Government will take their irrigation 
water for power purposes. This propaganda has been spread by the stooges 
of the Idaho Power Co. with complete disregard to the facts. 

The State of Idaho in its constitution held forever its ownership of the waters 
of the State. 

The United States Government granted statehood with this provision in the 
constitution, thereby recognizing Idaho’s ownership of the water of the State. 

The Bureau of Reclamation has always recognized this right and has filed 
on the water for irrigation the same as any citizen has had to do in order to get 
title to the same. 

The United States Bureau attempted to take the water from one valley in 
California and transfer it to the Central Valley project. The old users brought 
suit and the case was carried through the United States Supreme Court for 
final settlement, and the said court held in old users. 

The theory of first use to water gives first right to its use is recognized all 
over the West and the theory is upheld by the decision of the United States 
Supreme Court. 

Respectfully submitted. 

W. W. Goste. 
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STATEMENT OF GOoopiInc CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, GOODING, IDAHO 


May we again call your attention to the action of the Gooding Chamber of 
Commerce indicated by statements and resolutions of April 19, 1949, July 10, 
1952, and July 15, 1952, and now reaffirmed in an emergency meeting of the 
board of directors on March 29, 1955. 

We believe that the development at Hells Canyon should be made by private 
enterprise when they are prepared and capable. 

We believe that comprehensive development by the Government is largely 
theoretical and will more than likely prove to be untrue in fact. 

We believe that private control and operation to be more efficient and eco- 
nomical than governmental. 

We believe that the millions of dollars of taxes which will accure to the peo- 
ple of Idaho through the development by private capital will greatly assist in 
our future growth, and which will be lost if the dam is constructed by the Fed- 
eral Government. 

The fact findings of the Federal Power Commission engineers proved that 
Idaho Power’s three-dam program fully meets the test of comprehensive de- 
velopment and provides multipurpose facilities at the most economic cost. 

For these and many other reasons we urge that the application of the Idaho 
Power Co., to develop these sites on Snake River be granted by the Federal 
Power Commission who holds this legal responsibility. 


CHARLES EB. Sams, President. 


STATEMENT OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, GOODING CoUNTY, GOODING, 
IpAHO, SIGNED BY Haroip A, STEELE, CHAIRMAN 


Gentlemen, after careful consideration, we, the Board of Commissioners of 
Gooding County, Idaho, hereby reaffirm our previously stated position and reso- 
lution strongly opposing the spending of Federal moneys for the construction 
of a high dam in the Hells Canyon area on the Snake River. 

We feel that our water resources in Idaho are our greatest assets, not only 
for reclamation purposes, but also for future industrial development in our 
area. There is no guaranty under any proposed Federal Hells Canyon project 
that adequate power needs will be available to assure this future industrial 
or reclamation expansion in Idaho. 

We believe further that the tax returns from the private development of the 
Hells Canyon region are sorely needed for the operation of our local, State and 
Federal Governments. 

Finally, we are unalterably opposed to the Federal Government taking over 
any project where private enterprise is willing and able to do the job. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Harowp A. STEELE, Chairman. 


STATEMENT OF THE GoopING OouNTY PoMoNA GRANGE, WENDELL, IDAHO, 
SIGNED BY MELVIN H. Gipson, LEGISLATIVE CHAIRMAN, AND IRA KISTLER, 
MASTER 


Gentlemen, the Gooding County Pomona Grange representing 600 Grange 
members wishes to take this opportunity to inform you that they are opposed 
to the construction of a high Federal dam at Hells Canyon on the Snake River. 
As irrigation farmers, they have followed the plans for public-power develop- 
ment of the Northwest through the Columbia Valley Authority stage into the 
Hells Canyon unit, and see no merit in either proposal. 

This Grange group has investigated, studied, condensed, and evaluated a 
mountain of information on both sides of the question. They have reached the 
opinion that there is no safeguard that can be written into a Federal Act author- 
izing the high dam that cannot be changed later by another act of Congress to 
remove the same safeguards that are now being written to protect the upstream 
water rights. Irrigation farmers have found from experience that it is more 
practical to control a head of water before it hits a ditch rather than to try to 
repair the damages after a washout. 
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Mr. Fred Locke of Gooding will be present at Boise during the hearing to 
represent us, and we are sure that your committees will give full and fair con- 
sideration to the information that will be presented by the organized group 
opposing this construction. 


Metvin H. Greson, Legislative Chairman. 
Ira KISTLER, Master. 


STATEMENT oF E, G. Gooprne, SHOSHONE, IDAHO 


I am E. G. Gooding, of Shoshone, Idaho. For many years I have been and 
now am actively engaged in the farming and livestock business in the vicinity 
of Shoshone in a rather substantial way, following in the footsteps of my father, 
the late Fred W. Gooding, who was one of the pioneers of this section. At pres- 
ent I am president of American Falls Reservoir District No. 2, an irrigation 
district, also a member of the Committee of Nine (on Snake River), and a mem- 
ber of the board of directors of the Idaho Reclamation Association. My indi- 
vidual property is directly associated with and dependent upon a continuance 
of a dependable flow of irrigation water in Snake River, and my official respon- 
sibilities in the above organizations make it my duty to protect and guard the 
irrigation water of such stream for the increasing demands of diversion, stor- 
age, and pumping. 

Being convinced by experience, observation, and study that the construction 
of a high Hells Canyon Dam would seriously and permanently damage our water 
rights in the Snake River and its tributaries, I strenuously oppose the construc- 
tion of such dam by the United States or anyone else. 

Respectfully submitted. 


STATEMENT oF Gooprne GrancEe No. 138, Gooprine, IpaHo 


Gooding Grange No. 138 again wishes to reaffirm our support of the Idaho State 
Grange and the Gooding County Grange in their opposition to the building of a 
high dam in Hells Canyon by the Federal Government. 

We are deeply concerned with the protection of present and future water 
rights of the upper Snake River, and feel that our only real protection is for 
Idaho to retain control of these waters, as provided in the Idaho constitution, 
and allow the dams to be constructed by private enterprise, which is ready and 
willing to do the job. 

Should these waters be turned over to the Federal Government, all control 
would be lost, because according to the Legislative Reference Service of the 
Library of Congress, “In view of past decisions of the United States Supreme 
Court, a constitutional amendment would be required to divest Congress of its 
power, and vest complete control of these water resources of navigable rivers in 
the States.” 

For the above reasons the nearly 300 members of Gooding Grange, all depend- 
ing on the security of their water rights for their very existence, urge that the 
application of the Idaho Power Co. to develop these sites along the middle Snake 
River be granted by the Federal Power Commission, whose staff has, in a brief 
filed with the examiner, on November 24, 1954, found that Idaho Power's pro- 
posed projects are best adapted to a comprehensive plan of development of the 
Snake River as required by the Federal Power Act. 

Myron Buiiss, Master. 
Witma STEELE, Secretary. 


STATEMENT OF F'Loyp Goss, FARMER, GoovINneé, IDAHO 


My name is Floyd Goss. I own a farm of 160 acres in Lincoln County. I 
have decreed water rights, one decree is in the year 1884, the other 1902, and 
in addition to this I have 80 percent supplemental water from the American 
Falls Reservoir and any one knows that a filing or decree of 1884 or 1902 would 
be ahead of a filing 60 or 70 years later for this still is America and not Russia. 
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STATEMENT OF DoN M. GRAHAM, JUDGE OF THE District CourT AT NyYsSA, 
MALHEUR COUNTY, OREG. 


To UNItep States SENATE SUBCOMMITTEE ON RECLAMATION AND IRRIGATION, 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 


GENTLEMEN: Having lived in Malheur County, State of Oregon, for the past 
47 years, the past 33 years having been spent in public life, with the county of 
Malheur, the city of Nyssa, and the State of Oregon, I believe that I can speak 
knowingly of the condition of things today, compared to 47 years ago. 

First we used coal-oil for light and heat, then came along carbide, this was 
wonderful, we had better lights, then a few folks in Vale, Oreg., got the idea 
that they could make electricity, and they put up considerable money, some of 
it borrowed by them from the bank, they purchased the equipment, set it up, 
and the first thing we knew, we had electric light and even better still we 
had power, the company was called “the Vale Power Co.,” from that time, 
we have made great advances, both in lighting and in the supply of power, to 
the point where, today, this part of Oregon can proudly stand and be counted 
with any section of these United States of America. 

During the great advances made here in Malheur County, I do not recall 
any single instance where Uncle Sam dipped into the taxpayers’ pocket to 
make possible, a better lighting system or an effort to supply electric power to 
the farmers, the butcher, the baker or the candlestick maker, no, this was 
left to private enterprise, the thing by the way, as far as I am personally con- 
cerned, that really built America, true, the Government did build the great 
Owyhee Dam close to Nyssa, Oreg. I believe that it was a wonderful thing and 
in line with the then policy, bring in more land to be cultivated to supply the 
growing population, etc., however, they made no provision at all for the personal 
comfort for the family of the farmer, milking is done long before daylight, and is 
usually done after:dark sets in, the lady of the home had to do her family wash- 
ing by hand, the children have to hand pump water for the livestock, and use the 
old ax and saw to cut the wood for the fire, ete., etc., so while the Government 
made possible our splendid lands for crops, it was private money, that made 
possible the comforts on the farm and in the home we now enjoy, men are 
happier and women stay younger, thanks to the Vale Power Co. and the Idaho 
Power Co. 

Regarding Hells Canyon Dam I have studied for many days, the proposition 
offered to the people of this section by the Idaho Power Co., to wit: Three low 
head dams against the building of a high dam by the Government, and I do not 
know of a better way for me to sum up my conclusions, than to quote: for an 
address made by my friend Douglas McKay, Secretary of the Interior, on May 
14, 1953, he said: “Hells Canyon must be approached from a realistic viewpoint, 
any other is pure fallacy. Twice in a Democratic Congress the program for 
Hells Canyon Dam was defeated, once by a vote in the Senate and once when 
the bill was indefinitely postponed in the House Interior Committee. Congress 
did not see fit to appropriate the tremendous sums needed for Hells Canyon 
or even to authorize the project” and this is just how I feel today, let the 
Government at this time, carry on the defense of America from abroad, and 
let private money continue to develop the personal comfort for the people and 
make possible further advancement in the industrial world. 

As far as I am concerned, there is no fight between public and private power, 
the Government has many many things that they could very well do to help 
the people, more houses, more jobs, and a lower income tax especially, the private 
power companies have their job to do, they are doing a really good job, have in 
the past, so let them continue to do so. 

When listening to some people, they want to leave the impression that there 
is only one site on the Snake River, to wit: Hells Canyon, they do not tell you 
about the Mountain Sheep site or the Nez Perce site, and a few others, which 
many engineers contend is the best site of all on the Snake River. 

The matter of taxes concerns me also, we do know that the Idaho Power 
Co. will pay in taxes, around $10,000,000, and who gets the benefit of these taxes 
paid by the company, we do, the local people, the county, State and the Govern- 
ment, the Government spends our money to build a dam, then we have to pay for 
the facility offered by the Government, and right now we have one of the lowest 
rates for power in the country, so I want to keep it that way. 
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In closing, I believe that your committee should hold off any decision, until 
the FPC makes its final report, which I trust will be soon, in order that the Idaho 
Power Co. may commence the building of their dams, for the benefit of all of 
the people, whom they now and will serve in this part of the United States of 
America. 

Respectfully, 
Don M. GRAHAM. 


STATEMENT Opposing Hetits Canyon Dam, or Great FEEDER CANAL Co., 
MENAN, IDAHO, BY GreorGeE L. Hart, Vick PRESIDENT 


The Great Feeder Canal Co. carries and diverts 250,000 inches of irrigation 
water from the Snake River to the thirsty acres of eastern Idaho. A large per- 
centage of this water right was established in 1881 and has been responsible for 
converting thousands of acres of southeastern Idaho desert land into rich fertile 
valleys producing choice world famous brown-sSkinned potatoes, large fields of 
waving green forage, and golden grain. 

We appreciate this great heritage handed down from our pioneer forefathers 
and believe we would be derelict in our duty and responsibility if we did not 
defend it and pass it on to our posterity. 

We firmly believe that the construction of the proposed high dam at Hells 
Canyon would definitely jeopardize this heritage and do hereby voice our objec- 
tion to its construction for the following reasons: 

1. First and foremost is the dangerous threat of losing the lifeblood of our 
farming area, our existing and future irrigation water rights. 

2. The one high dam would deprive Idaho’s citizens of the estimated $6% 
million tax money that we could realize annually from the low dams privately 
built. 

3. Since practically all of the water involved originates in Wyoming and 
Idaho, we believe we are within our rights to claim priority on it to protect some 
of the most prosperous agricultural areas under the sun. We are cognizant of 
the fact that some of the most ardent supporters of the Hells Canyon Dam have 
openly admitted that our Federal Government would have the power to condemn 
the rights of upstream users. 

4. Construction of Hells Canyon Dam would seriously threaten, if not com- 
pletely destroy the chance of the more practical and much needed development 
of upstream water conservation programs that have been recommended by Corps 
of Engineers. 

Respectfully submitted. 


STATEMENT OF N, O, GRirFitTH, CLERK, Goopine City Counc, GoopinG, IDAHO 


The following information is for your use at the Hells Canyon hearing, and it 
is taken from the official minutes of the city of Gooding Council meeting, held 
Wednesday, March 30, 1955: 

“Councilman Schmitt moved that the city council go on record opposing the 
construction of a dam at the Hells Canyon site by the United States Government, 
and be it further moved that a copy of this motion be sent to the congressional 
committee, holding hearings in Boise.” 

Councilman Henry seconded the motion. Upon rolicall Councilman Henry, 
Councilman Schmitt, and Mayor Crippen voted in favor of the motion. Council- 
man Thornton and Councilman Schoettger refused to cast a vote. 


STATEMENT OF THE HAGERMAN, IDAHO, VILLAGE BoaRD, HAGERMAN, IDAHO, SIGNED 
BY. EMERSON PUGMIRE, CHAIRMAN 


HAGERMAN, Ipano, April 1, 1955. 
Hon. Henry ©. DworsHaAk, 
Senate Investigating Committee, 
Helis Canyon Hearing, Boise, Idaho. 
Dear Senator DworsHak: The Hagerman, Idaho, Village Board hereby 
wishes to go on record as opposing any development at the Hells Canyon by any 
Government agency. 
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The economy and welfare of this area is directly dependent upon the control 
of Snake River water by the users of that water. Control of these waters would 
surely be wrested from the majority of farmers and ranchers in southern Idaho 
if such a Government dam were to be built. This would then mean that the 
agency in control of such dam would in effect also control the operations of a 
great many agricultural people in this State. 

We who live in this part of Idaho are proud of our State and also of our 
heritage and we are certainly opposed to any measures which will alter or 
change these conditions. 

Respectfully yours, 
EMERSON PuGMIRE, Chairman. 


STATEMENT OF THE HAGERMAN VALLEY GRANGE, SIGNED BY JOHN TOWNSEND, 
MASTER 


The Hagerman Valley Grange is unequivocally opposed to the building of the 
Hells Canyon Dam by the Federal Government. 
JoHN TOWNSEND, Master. 


STATEMENT OF AMASA M. HAMMAN, Sr., Nyssa, OREG. 


I am a farmer, voter, and a taxpayer of Nyssa, Oreg. I wish to go on record 
as being in favor of a high Government-built dam in Hells Canyon. 

I feel that cheap Government power will bring industry that is needed by 
this area. I also believe my water rights will be better protected under the 
Government proposal; also I want maximum storage for flood control. 


STATEMENT OF THE HARRISON CANAL Co., JEFFERSON COUNTY, IDAHO, SIGNED 
BY WALTER CHAPPLE, PRESIDENT 


We oppose a Federal dam at Hells Canyon site. We want no part of it until 
after the waters of the Snake River watershed originating in the upstream 
mountain areas have been completely developed. We need more water for irri- 
gation. A series of reservoirs, large and small, in the upstream area will not 
only provide additional water for irrigation, but will provide water for much 
needed electric power. This same water can be used over and over again through 
a powerplant at each reservoir, and it will give us the power where we need it. 

We don’t want any interference with the water rights this company owns, and 
which it furnishes for 13,000 acres of farmland in Jefferson County, Idaho, near 
Rigby. 

Yours very truly, 
WALTER CHAPPLE, President. 


. STATEMENT OF TED HARWwooD, MANAGER OF PAYETTE LAKES LUMBER Co., 
McCALL, IDAHO 


As a life-long citizen of Idaho, as a property owner and taxpayer, I am opposed 
to the much discussed Federal dam at Hells Canyon. There is no valid excuse 
for the Federal Government to spend tax money for the purpose of entering the 
electric-power business, or any other business, in a Nation dedicated to a system 
of private enterprise. 

Even if the high dam were economically sound, which I seriously doubt, I 
would not favor having tax dollars build it. The power needs of this area have 
been met by private enterprise for many years, and undoubtedly will be met in 
the future. 

The Federal Government can better devote its attention to balancing the na- 
tional budget and to reducing taxes. 

The public power proponents have apparently taken the position of “Federal 
power or nothing,” and that position works against the best interests of the 
people who use electricity. They have obstructed the building of dams by pri- 
vate enterprise over a period of years, complaining meanwhile about the need 
for more power. Let’s get the job done without expense to taxpayers. 
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STATEMENT BY TOM HEATH, PRESTON, IDAHO, SENATOR FRoM FRANKLIN COUNTY, 
IDAHO STATE SENATE 


My name is Tom Heath, of Preston, Idaho. I am vice president and general 
manager of the Franklin County Sugar Co. We manufacture and sell beet 
sugar. To produce this sugar we contract and purchase sugar beets from 400 
to 500 individual farmers. The value of these sugar beets is determined from 
the price received for the sugar sold, the price being influenced a great deal by 
the distance from market as we people in Idaho must, whenever possible, sell 
our products in a concentrated form. A major segment of our production areé 
lies in the Snake River watershed being supplied with irrigation water from 
the Portneuf River which is a tributary of the Snake River. To produce a 
sugar-beet crop requires a positive reliable supply of irrigation water and very 
important what we term and call late water available after July 1 until 
September 30. This late supply or lack of it many times means the difference 
between a profitable crop to the beet farmer and a loss. To grow sugar beets 
means that you also must rotate and grow other crops such as alfalfa, clover, 
small grains, and above that a balanced number of livestock must be fed and 
maintained on the farm. It is truly a diversified operation. In processing the 
sugar beets into sugar less than 3 percent of the total cost of sugar produced 
is for power and fuel. So you see power becomes secondary to irrigation water. 
Many parts of this area supplied by the Portneuf and Snake Rivers lacks a 
sufficient supply of late water. Many farmers are planning on development of 
storage of water either by additional reservoirs or underground wells both sup- 
plies of which will have to come from upstream of the Snake River. The very 
lifeblood of southern Idaho is its available water supply. 

Our State and Federal Government in the past have recognized this. Witness 
the intense control of dams and reservoirs that have been built on the Snake 
River and its tributaries. Some of these have been built by the United States 
Reclamation Department and others entirely by private people, not only power 
people but by farmers themselves and there is still much to be done. More stor- 
age for late water is needed, more upstream dams to be built or enlarged. We 
must consider replenishing the underground water supply that our new wells 
have been drawing from. There still remains hundreds of thousands of acres of 
the finest, richest soil on this continent that should be brought under cultivation 
as the food requirements of our Nation increase. 

No wonder the people of Idaho become alarmed when some proposal is made 
that could definitely and positively interfere with our existing and future water 
rights. Past congressional committees, after intensive hearings by Army engi- 
neers, reclamation, and irrigation people have definitely concluded that there 
would not always be a sufficient supply of water to operate a federally owned 
and controlled high dam such as Hells Canyon. Our legal counsel and study 
cof the national legislative law library makes it crystal clear, that should the 
Federal Government build a high dam at a Hells Canyon site, they could without 
question call for all upstream water to keep such dam in operation. They could 
do it and they would do it. Witness the dangerous situation that was created in 
the Santa Margarita case in California. Idaho citizens will not and dare not 
jeopardize the present water rights nor the future development of this State, 
unless there should be an amendment to our Federal Constitution which now 
says the Federal Government is supreme. 

The same question of tampering with our water rights and headgates has been 
answered at the polls on elections several times in the past and I know it will be 
answered again in the same decisive man.ier. 

And now we come to your so-called grassroots hearings, called if you please, 
not upstream where the Snake River is so important but downstream, a few 
hours in Lewiston, Idaho, where there is practically no irrigation and then on to 
politically important Oregon—important to whom? Why, had not our Senators 
Dworshak and Welker and Congressman Budge insisted, this Boise grassroot, 
3-hour hearing would not have been held at all. 

The Snake River travels a thousand milles in Idaho made up of the North 
Fork, South Fork, Blackfoot, Portneuf, Rock Creek, Boise, Payette, and Malad 
and many other streams. The Snake River is Idaho and contributes the water 
to make it. When the Snake River reaches Oregon what do we find? The 
records will show that Oregon streams do not contribute 7 percent of the Snake 
River flow. Then why should two Oregon Senators want to make a political 
show of Idaho water. If they are short of power why not harness the unbridled 





HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 1019 


Clearwater or Salmon Rivers which are beyond the reach of practical irrigation. 
We have numerous counties in Idaho, irrigated counties that collect 25 percent 
of their tax moneys from power plants that were built not by public money but 
by money invested by the public. Thousands of Idaho people are part owners of 
these plants. Do the public power advocates want to drown out three sites that 
can and should be built by private capital? These three privately built low-head 
dams will produce as much power as the proposed Government-built high dam. 
They will put power on the lines quicker without spending a billion dollars of tax- 
payers’ money and when built will contribute millions of dollars in taxes to Idaho. 
In our recent session of the legislature we needed more money to pay for services 
demanded by the people. Hells Canyon Dam will not produce tax revenue. 

The failure of the committee to schedule meetings in Twin Falls, Idaho Falls, 
and Pocatello is a clear indication that this hearing was inspired for political 
benefits to someone. 

Any candidate for national office in Idaho who openly advocates the building 
of a high dam in Hells Canyon on the Snake River without first correcting or 
changing our Federal Constitution so as to protect and preserve our water rights, 
will be defeated. It has happened in the past and it will happen again. We 
people in agricultural Idaho will not sit still and watch our heritage be dissipated 
for political hocus pocus. 


STATEMENT OF HELLS CANYON Tours, INC., BAKER, OREG., SIGNED BY CARL F. 
HoLMAN, PRESIDENT 


The following statement is in support of proposed high Federal dam to be built 
on the Snake River, between Oregon and Idaho, Presented at public hearing 
in Boise, Idaho, April 4, 1955. 

Our tour service to Hells Canyon was organized in 1950 and while we have 
operated as neutrals, we thought you might be interested in learning what the 
tourist from all over the United States thinks after viewing the proposed loca- 
tions of both the high and low dams. 

During 1953 and 1954 our tours arranged air flights for approximately 500 
persons over Hells Canyon. The narrator on those flights was instructed to point 
out the locations of both the high and low dams. Practically 100 percent of 
these people, who were entirely innocent of intrigue or local politics, said in 
effect they “could not imagine ruining and wasting such a perfect natural setting 
for a high dam.” They were not at all impressed with Ox Bow and seemed 
unable to visualize the low dams as proposed by the Idaho Power. 

From the standpoint of recreation, which of course is our business, the high 
dam with its 90-mile lake would mean everything to eastern Oregon and to all 
places of business and would certainly stimulate additional private enterprise, 
which spells employment and prosperity. 

We have also maintained a sightseeing schedule to Cuprum, Idaho, via Home- 
stead, Oreg., crossing Ballard Interstate Bridge. We have taken many interested 
persons on this trip such as engineers, contractors, ete. Judging from their 
conversation after seeing the country and the various dam locations, they seemed 
entirely sold on the high dam. 

Our own personal reaction is, the successful building and operation of other 
Federal dams, eliminates all possibility of guesswork and with such a perfect 
site, why the controversy? Besides power and more power needed by our State 
and Government, cheaper power for us would mean the development of our great 
natural resources in eastern Oregon. 

It is indeed unfortunate politics and special interests are allowed to enter such 
great undertakings which are of such vital importance to our Nation and to 
our people. 

I am confident, if an opportunity to vote on this great issue was given our 
citizenry, the high dam would be favored by an overwhelming majority. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Cart F. Hotman, President. 


STATEMENT OF Harry N. Hewirt, EacGte VALLEY Drua Co. 


I should like to express my opinion relative to the development of Snake River 
Canyon as a power potential. 
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The Idaho Power Co. is more interested in producing power in Snake River 
Canyon than the Government inasmuch as this is their life’s work and their 
energies and ability are directed to that end and is so manifested in the type 
of men they have working for them; they being on a competitive basis and 
efficiency they produce a higher type of work, and this is shown in the interest 
they take in community projects into the districts they are connected with. 

For 30 years I have been in the drug business in the shadow of Snake River 
Canyon and I have watched the Idaho Power Co. establish power connections 
in two valleys in eastern Oregon and have also witnessed the development that 
followed, from backward valleys to an almost immediate forward movement; 
they have done a wonderful job and given the authority, they will do more for 
this eastern Oregon country; in the past few years this company’s progress has 
been held up by politicians who would destroy the economy of the country in 
order to benefit themselves, and we taxpayers in eastern Oregon are the ones that 
have to pay. We need taxable property, and a private power dam is a very good 
start. 

The Federal Power Commission should be granted enough time to study and 
weigh the facts on both sides of the case by men who are qualified in hydro- 
electric engineering to render a fair and justified decision. 


STATEMENT BY IvAR G. HOLLIDAY, 902 SYLVAN STREET, BOISE, IDAHO 


From the sketch pictures of the proposed Hells Canyon Dam show a dam 
of the same general type as the Boulder Dam. 

The Bureau of Reclamation in making the plans for this dam did not take 
into consideration the difference in character of the upstream territory. 

Provision should be made for spuce in this dam to permit the construction of 
ship locks at some future date. 

This should be done by placing the spillway on one side of the River, and the 
space for the locks on the other side whichever is most advantageous. 

Provision for ship locks should be required on any other dam that may in the 
future be built on the Snake River between Weiser and Lewiston, in accordance 
with the applicable provisions of section 11 of the Federal Power Act. 

In regard to upstream territory, Canyon County, Idaho, alone is rated as the 
No. 2 county in the United States in terms of agricultural production, the 
No. 1 county being Los Angeles County, Calif. 

In Malheur County, Oreg., and in southwestern Idaho is an area two-thirds 
the size of the State of Pennsylvania reasonably close to the Snake River that 
could take care of a large increase in population eventually, provided cheap 
water transportation and industrialization would make this possible. 

By making provision for ship locks in these dams it is a hedge or offset against 
the future possibility, that, due to maximum upstream usage for irrigation, 
which is as it should be, will of itself tend to serve as flood control as drainage 
water from irrigation projects has its peak in the fall of the year when the 
normal flow of natural streams is down, which would be an advantage to navi- 
gation and power. This being so, there might not be enough water to operate 
these dams as storage reservoirs, then fill them and operate as straight river 
flow navigation and power. 

If these dams are constructed in the first place to provide for this eventuality, 
it would save a lot of trouble later. 

The motto “Your Moneys Worth” is a good rule to follow whether a working- 
man spending his weekly wage or the Government spending millions, the more 
facilities obtained for the dollars spent is all to the good, especially when you 
consider there would be very little difference, if any, in the cost of the dam itself 
with or without the provision for locks. 

Of all the motion pictures this writer has seen of Hells Canyon I am con- 
vinced that when backed up with slack water there will be nearly everywhere 
the minimum width of 450 feet the Army Engineers consider necessary for an 
adequate channel, I mean the narrow places. 

About the next 50 miles of the Snake River channel above Weiser, this falls 
about 11% feet per mile and is about 400 feet wide. 

This channel and gravel bars have long been reputed to be rich in flour gold 
and monozite sand. Pioneer placer miners tried many times to work them but 
the monozite interfered with getting the gold. Now titanium is reported in 
these gravels, in the Idaho Statesman, August 16, 1954, and quoting a United 
States Senate and United States Bureau of Mines report. 
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The removal of these minerals should be no problem for a modern gold dredge. 
By permitting private gold dredge operators to dredge the channel of this 
section of the river to the width of 450 feet and to an adequate depth of 36 feet 
or more and build a bank on each side, they, the operators would be well paid, 
and the Government would get a huge quantity of monozite sand and titanium. 
The people of this section would get a ship channel for free. 

All the larger streams flowing into this section of the Snake River already 
have dams that stop silt and sand going into the Snake, and the Snake has dams 
above, so once dredged it would be reasonable to expect it to stay that way. 

The idea of manmade ship channels is not new. Houston, Tex., dug a 50- 
mile ship channel and they now ship the second largest tonnage of any port in 
the United States and if they had a situation where the job would pay for it- 
self, this writer never heard of it. 

As of most projects of this type, they should have a long-range viewpoint as 
well as the immediate future. I do not believe we will always have the trou- 
blous times we have in the world today. Thanks for listening. 

Yours respectfully, 


Ivar G. HoLiimay. 


STATEMENT OF WILLIAM D. Ho..ist, Route 1, Sugar Crry, Inano 


My name is William D. Hollist, Route 1, Sugar City, Idaho. I am a farmer own- 
ing land along the banks of the Teton River in Fremont County, Idaho. 

I am a representative and a member and chairman of the Teton River Flood 
Control Committee, and for the purpose of this hearing I have the honor of ap- 
pearing for, and in behalf of, the North Fork Water Users Protective Associa- 
tion, the Fremont-Madison Irrigation District and 40 canals and irrigation 
districts with more than 150,000 irrigated acres in Fremont and Madison and 
Teton Counties, Idaho, also the support of V. L. Oldham, president of the coun- 
cil of six of the Idaho Wildlife Federation for this area. 

I am authorized to urge that a detailed study and survey be made covering 
the need for flood control, irrigation, and power development sorely nedeed on 
the Teton River and its tributaries, the Henrys Fork of the Snake River and 
its tributaries and the South Fork of the Snake River as it affects this flood 
area. These 3 streams join together and form 1 great river within the distance 
of a few miles in Madison County. 

In addition to the brief summary I shall read, our written report will include: 
A report of the Canyon Creek Irrigation Co., a report of the Moody Flood Control 
Committee, a resolution adopted by : County Commissioners, Teton County, presi- 
dent of Teton County Farm Bureau, president of String Canal Co., the mayors of 
Victor and Driggs, president of Driggs Rotary Club, prosecuting attorney of 
Teton County. 


Report oF TETON RIvER FLoop ConTROL COMMITTEE 


Floods along the Teton River have been more or less a serious problem frou 
the time the first settlers came to the Teton River Basin. Each year damage to 
corps and lands occur. The extent of the damage depends upon the amount of 
snowfall each winter in high mountains and weather conditions during the time 
the snow is melting in the spring. The river overflows its banks making new 
channels, destroying new growing crops, washes away topsoil, destroys canal 
diversion dams and headgates, floods farmlands, damages fences and buildings, 
destroy animals, and causes other serious damage. 

Farmers living along the river have expended large sums in building dikes, 
riprapping river banks, clearing channels and other efforts to protect their farms 
and improvements. A recent check made shows that more than $50,000 has been 
expended by them for this purpose during the past 10 years, but we all know 
that this effort is only temporary and will help only during the most favorable 
years, and also know that, judging from the past, it will be destroyed or made 
useless by the flood. We do not control the river, the river controls us. No crop 
is planted in the flood area without the thought it may be severely damaged or 
completely destroyed. A consistent crop-rotation plan cannot be followed be- 
cause loss of row crops would be too much of a strain on the farm economy. Our 
efforts to control are done on an individual farm basis. There has been no overall 
plan and sometimes holding back the flood to protect one tract adds to the prob- 
lem, or actually damages a neighbor. This is not done deliberately but when 
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this river is molested it has the habit of doing unusual and unexpected things. 
In addition to labor performed, and funds expended by the farmers, the counties 
and the State of Idaho have expended large sums in rebuilding roads, bridges 
ms protecting them, and in disaster cases in protecting home buildings and 
ife. 

In Madison County we have approximately 12,000 acres of land subject to 
overflow from the Teton River, and in Fremont County we have approximately 
300 acres from the Teton River, and more than 700 acres subject to overflow 
from Henrys Fork of the Snake River. A large part of this area is covered with 
brush and willows and will produce only pasture forage. The remainder subjet 
to overflow produces some crops each year except when the flood is abnormally 
high. Most of this area has deep rich soil and if the flood condition was elim- 
inated would be cleared, leveled, and easily drained and would become valuable 
productive land and would thus remedy the unsightly condition that now pre- 
vails in the flooded area. We believe this land when developed will easily pro- 
duce $15 per acre net revenue per year above the net income at the present time. 

Adding to the distress of floods has been the increasing silt entering rivers 
and streams from soil eroding from the wheatlands along the rivers and their 
tributaries—a condition over which we now have no control and for which we 
are in no way responsible. Another plague that haunts us is the noxious weeds. 
The unused and flooded overflow lands act as a haven for perennial weeds, par- 
ticularly the Canada thistle, which cannot be controlled because of brush and 
inaccessibility due to the numerous river channels and sloughs. The seeds from 
these weeds travel in the air with the wind and infest farms for miles, entering 
canals, rivers, and streams including the canal systems of water users down- 
stream, and the extent of the damage through this medium cannot be estimated. 
Adequate flood control would largely eliminate this condition. 

Supplemental water for use on farms now being partially irrigated from 
creeks and small streams in Teton Basin, Teton County, Canyon Creek in 
Madison County and Conant Creek and Squirrel Creek, and the Fall River area 
in Fremont County must be provided as these farms can never reach maximum 
production without additional water. Abundant water is available until about 
July 1 in a normal year, but in a dry year the natural flow will not supply 
minimum needs after May 1 to June 1. Losses from lack of ample water are 
suffered every year but when the runoff is low the losses are as much as 75 
percent of the crops planted. There is only one known solution to this problem, 
that is to impound floodwater in the upper reaches of these creeks and streams. 
No substantial help can be obtained from reservoirs now completed or under 
construction. Numerous reservoir sites are available and have been investigated 
and some preliminary surveys made. If a complete survey and investigation 
is made there is no doubt that some of these sites will be found feasible if their 
value for irrigation, flood control, and possible future power requirements are 
taken into consideration. 

We have long contended that water impounded along the upper reaches of 
our streams would he the final solution of our multiple problems. 

If and when multiple-purpose dams are constructed along the mountain streams 
and after the need for supplemental water for irrigation has been fully met it is 
found that storage is not sufficient to control the floodwaters, consideration 
should then be given to the feasibility of constructing a canal to convey flood- 
waters from the Teton River northeast of Newdale to Henrys Fork near St. 
Anthony and thence west to the Snake River Plain. 

The Teton Basin in Teton County is a natural reservoir, and experience leads 
us to believe that floodwaters impounded in streams above the valley floor and 
used in irrigation will return underground to the river to be used downstream 
as needed, except of course loss through evaporation. In all probability reser- 
voirs constructed along the stream and in the mountains will relieve and elimi- 
nate the damage caused by ice gourging the river in the lower valley, causing it 
to overflow during the winter months, resulting in much damage and destruction. 

The Moody Creek Delta is primarily a flood-control problem. Early decreed 
rights and supplemental storage water purchased gives it an ample water supply 
for irrigation. However, flood is swift and destructive and flood control will 
reduce flood hazard in Teton River and impound water for use downstream. 

We are aware that, compared with the vast area of the Columbia River and 
its tributaries, we are but a small voice shouting in the wilderness, but we are 
sure that eventually the development we now seek, and so sorely need, will be 
made, but as we view it, now may be our last chance to build at a small fraction 
of what the probable cost will be, if we, through lack of wisdom and vision, 
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delay action until some great national need or emergency forces us to do the job. 
We solicit the support of everyone interested in the development of Idaho and 
the West. We pledge all of our strength and resources for our lives and fortunes 
are bound together in this great area, for this is our home. 
Respectfully submitted. 
TETON River Froop Controt COMMITTEE 
By Wm. D. Hor.tst, 
L. E. BaGtey, 
Eart R. WILDINe, 
L. Ertc JOHNSON. 


REPORT OF CANYON CREEK IRRIGATION Co., NEWDALE, IDAHO 


Following are various factors pertinent to the proposed construction of a dam 
on Canyon Creek. 

A reconnaissance geologic report on the Canyon Creek Dam sites, compiled by 
M. H. Logan and C. J. Okeson, dated March 1947, is submitted herewith for your 
information. This report is complete in some respects and is considered valuable 
information toward the development of a reservoir in the Newdale area. 

The landowners concerned are represented at the present time by an irrigation 
company. The officers of the company are as follows: Leigh Martineau, presi- 
dent; Henry Trupp, member; Reese Godfrey, member; and Claire Robinson, 
secretary. 

The water users have been watering approximately 2,300 acres of ground. We 
have an entirely inadequate water supply, especially during dry years. 

Besides holding up their present requirements they have an urgent require- 
ment for irrigation water to cover approximately 1,200 acres more ground, all of 
which is in the same area, which would exclude the necessity of building addi- 
tional canals or structures to irrigate the ground. 

The estimated flow of Canyon Creek extending from 1928 to 1947 is attached 
hereto for your information. These data give all related discharges available 
up to 1947; probably local representatives can furnish more recent discharges. 
Peak discharges and accumulated totals in acre-feet can be determined from the 
record submitted. 

Flash floods apparently exist each spring contributing to the Teton River. The 
floods referred to are accumulated from Warm Creek, Carlton Creek, Calamity 
Creek, Canyon Creek, and Spring Creek. The area watershed is rather large, 
and flash floods are known to have added materially to the flood conditions that 
are possible at various times, in the Teton River area. 

Flood damage to the Canyon Creek irrigators is caused mostly by destroying 
canals, causing canal breaks; and changing creek channels. At times this is very 
costly due to crop losses including repair costs. 

An urgent requirement for supplemental water has been voiced by the Newdale 
irrigators for many years (10 years to the writer’s knowledge). 

Recently an effort has been made by the local irrigators to supplement their 
irrigation requirements by drilling wells; 3 wells have been drilled within the 
last 3 years. These 3 wells have cost approximately $80,000. The 3 wells are 
now contributing approximately 150 inches of water each. This is a costly under- 
taking and very little accomplished in the way of securing the badly needed irri- 
gation water for the area involved. Expensive power costs are prevalent in the 
area and the well depths are beyond the economical pumping depth. Their efforts 
to secure water by wells is very unsatisfactory. 

The depth of soil and its ability to produce crops in abundance with a minimum 
amount of water is a known fact by all people informed as to the area concerned. 

To finance this proposed construction is a problem of which the irrigators are 
greatly concerned. They are highly desirable to secure the required finances on 

20. to 40-vear basis at a reasonable low-interest rate. 

Their main desire is to store or impound water in a reservoir to be used in 
irrigation and help to control flash floods which contribute to their loss and more 
so to the peril of the flood damages as encountered on the Teton River. 

I. DonALD JERMAN, 
Consulting Engineer. 


62506—55—-A———_-7 
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Summary of water resource study of Canyon Creek-Newdale 


Estimated flow of Canyon Creek Spill-Snake 
| River at 
Milner with 
Palisades 
Reservoir 
operating 


July—Sep- 
tember 


October 


March A pril-June 
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Bureau of Reclamation, letter to Canyon Creek Irrigation 


Copied from summary prepared by U. 8S. 
District, May 15, 1950. 


Moopy FLoop CONTROL 


The Moody Delta is located about 4 miles east and north of Rexburg. There 
is approximately 2,300 acres in the delta for farming land. It is located right 
at the mouth of the Moody Creek Canyon and is some of the choicest land in the 
area. It is all cultivated land, no waste. It is highly improved with fine homes 
and other buildings. 

As soon as there is a chinook wind and rain, the water comes off the dry 
farms and catches into the canyons and brings it all into the Moody Canyon 
and brings it all down in one flood. It seems to have been worse since they 
took off the sagebrush and left the bare fields. As soon as the chinook comes, it 
all comes at once. It has been worse since the land was farmed because of 
erosion. 

The water brings down a lot of silt, which would be all right if it left it on 
the farms. As soon as we get our farms all manured, it picks it up and takes 
it to the river. It floods over the whole 2,300 acres. It is impossible to keep the 
natural channel open on account of the ice and snowdrifts. It washes away 
valuable topsoil and does other damage to canals and lands and buildings and 
stored crops—potatoes in the cellars and hay in the stack and kills livestock 
and damages public roads and bridges. Sometimes it has been right in the 
basement of the houses and has torn plumbing loose. 

We budget from $300 to $500 a year for canal repairs after the spring run-off. 
To estimate over a period of years, the average damage will be $5 an acre per 
year to the land alone, which does not include damage to flooded potato pits, 
homes and outbuildings, stacked hay and animals. It has been impossible to 
estimate the erosion damage. The county budgets $300 a year for road repair 
and bridge repair and of course, some years it has been in excess of that. In 
the year 1945, the county and property holders spend $4,000 to straighten the 
channel and open it and for other flood control measures, which has been of 
little benefit. 

The only feasible way to properly care for the problem, would be a flood- 
control dam at the mouth of the Moody Canyon, which is a natural site. This 
would be a distinct benefit to the landowners along the Teton River by lessening 
the flood-control hazard. The flood control on the Moody and Canyon Creek 
and half dozen little creeks in Teton Basin would practically take care of the 


flood control. 
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There is another direct benefit that we can see by holding the body of water 
there. The farmers there can use it for irrigation and save the transportation 
of the water. In addition to decreed rights we own water up in the reservoir 
which they bring across by cross-cut canals but that would save taking the 
water across country. 

RESOLUTION 


Whereas the Teton River is a tributary of the North Fork of the Snake River, 
whose source is the floodwaters of the several mountain and canyon streams 
in the Teton Basin watershed area, located in Teton County, Idaho, and part 
of Teton County, Wyo, and 

Whereas there are in excess of 36,000 acres of land in Teton County, Idaho, and 
some 3,000 acres of land in Teton County, Wyo., wholly dependent upon the 
flood waters of said Teton Basin watershed for irrigation purposes, and 

Whereas there are, in addition, several thousand acres of land which could 
be developed and made productive through proper flood-control measures, and 

Whereas, it is believed that there are several feasible sites within the area 
for upstream storage of floodwater, and 

Whereas it is found in order to make such improvements as will meet the 
demands of the present day and future day problems of proper control and use 
of available floodwater, a detailed and intensive survey must be made: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That we, the undersigned, representing the residents of the Teton 
Basin area through the Board of County Commissioners of Teton County, Idaho, 
the village boards, civic organizations, and the several irrigation companies, 
hereby petition that House Document No. 531 and the so-called 308 report be 
modified with respect to the upper Snake River reaches, providing for a detailed 
survey by the Army engineers of said area, including the Teton Basin water- 
shed region. ' 

Dated this 7th day of February 1955. 

FRANK HArRRop, 
Chairman of Board of County Commissioners. 
GEORGE SPENCER, 
President of County Farm Bureau, 
J. R. BLANCHARD, 
President, String-Canal Co. 
R. O. Ry?TTINe, 
Mayor, Victor, Idaho. 
Don CHOULES, 
Mayor of Driggs Village. 
GRANT JARDINE, 
President of Rotary Club. 
H. 8S. Forrvusnaz, 
Prosecuting Attorney. 


STATEMENT OF HOTEL AND RESTAURANT EMPLOYEES INTERNATIONAL ALLIANCE 
AND BARTENDERS INTERNATIONAL LEAGUE OF AMERICA, LEWISTON, IDAHO, LOCAL 
490 


Our body would like to go on record as favoring Hells Canyon High Dam and 
hope you and the committee the best of luck. 
Yours truly, 
[SEAL] JosepH W. Rorinson, 
Secretary-Treasurer. 


STATEMENT OF Ropert S. Howarp, PusLisHerR, IDAHO STATE JOURNAL, 
POCATELLO, IDAHO 


I am hopeful that in your field hearings concerning the proposed high Federal 
dam at Hells Canyon you will give consideration to public opinion in Idaho. 

The Snake River is the lifeblood of southern Idaho. We are essentially an 
agricultural State, dependent upon irrigation waters for our livelihood. There- 
fore, any proposal to use Snake waters is of vital concern to us. 

It is my considered judgment that an overwhelming majority of southern 
Idaho residents oppose a Federal dam at Hells Canyon because: (1) It has never 
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been conclusively established that there will at any time be sufficient water flow 
at Hells Canyon to sustain capacity-power production ; (2) future irrigation needs 
and growing consumptive use of water for the growing southern Idaho popula- 
tion indicate that ever-increasing demand for Snake water will even further 
reduce available water at Hells Canyon; (3) expenditure of more than a third 
of a billion dollars for a Federal dam cannot be justified in face of questionable 
water supply; (4) if Federal dams must be built or authorized at this time in 
the Idaho portion of the Columbia watershed, consideration should first be given 
to sites on the Salmon or Clearwater Rivers, which are not drawn upon for 
irrigation use and which waters now flow, untapped, into the Columbia. 
Many of us suspect that the only reason for intense pressure for immediate 
authorization of the Hells Canyon Dam is to preclude construction of the pro- 
posed Idaho Power Co. dams on the Snake, in the event approval is granted by 
the Federal Power Commission. We can reach no other conclusion in view of 
the fact that many good sites, including such enormous potential sites as John 
Day on the Columbia, are available if more power is needed for the Northwest. 
It is obvious to all of us that in face of administration opposition there will 
be no appropriation granted in the foreseeable future for construction of Hells 
Canyon, for a Presidential veto is probable in the unlikely event such an appro- 
priation is passed by the Congress. It is therefore reasonable to conclude that 
it is wholly wishful thinking at this time to count on Federal Hells Canyon 


power to fill Northwest power needs. 
While our opposition to the Federal proposal is not based upon any defense 


of Idaho Power Co., it is significant to us that a private utility is ready and 
willing to build three dams on the Snake now, at no cost to the taxpayers, that 
will contribute directly to the tax base of this State. Moreover, this utility 
will sell this power in Idaho and forestall a threatened shortage of hydroelectric 
power within this State. 

All of these points combine to form a most effective argument against any 
consideration of the Hells Canyon Dam, based on concern for our consumptive 
water rights on the Snake, and the very questionable economics of this enormous 
expenditure. 


STATEMENT OF Hans C. HULBE, oF Borse, IDAHO 


I wish to take this opportunity to voice my opposition to the Government 
building a high dam at Hells Canyon with taxpayers’ money. 

I have always been in favor of private enterprise. The Government esti- 
mates on the projects that they have built in this area in the past have been 
severely out of line; that is, the estimates have been low as compared to the final 
costs. This I am sure is a common thing, but should not exist. I am opposed 
to the spending of taxpayers’ money to build a high dam at the expenses esti- 
mated when private enterprise is ready and able to do the same thing cheaper. 


STATEMENT OF CARL HUNTSINGER, OF Route 2, Kuna, IDAHO 


I would like to voice my opposition to the Federal Government building the 
high dam in Hells Canyon. My opposition to the Government building this proj- 
ect is that this project should be built by the Idaho Power Co., who have the 
experience and know how to build the three low dams and will build the project 
with funds of citizens who are willing to invest in a private enterprise. 

As a farmer and taxpayer, I have lived on the same farm in Ada County, 
Idaho for over 30 years. 

We often hear that the Idaho Power is a vicious monopoly, but who is the 
power company but citizens who are willing to invest their savings in a private 
enterprise who pays almost one-third of its income in taxes. 

As a farmer, I feel that my water rights will not be in danger if the Idaho 
Power is given permission to build the three dams. A farmer can invest the 
price of a three-plow tractor in Idaho Power stock and get free electric serv- 
ice. Where else in the world could you do this (not in Russia). 

In recent years I have visited foreign countries and I am convinced that we 
should be willing to cherish and defend our free enterprise and thank God I 
am an American. 





aloe Lae 
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STATEMENT OF CARROLL M. Hurst, MortTGAGE BROKER, CARROLL M. Hurst AGENCY, 
NAMPA, IDAHO 


It is my conviction that the Federal Power Commission should decide the 
Hells Canyon issue. My conviction is based upon contacts and discussions I 
have had with farmers and businessmen in the Boise Valley. Having listened 
to the arguments before the Federal Power Commission when they held their 
hearings in Boise, I believe that the Federal Power Commission certainly have 
all the facts on the case. I believe that the decision of the Commission will be 
based on a comprehensive knowledge of the facts. 


STATEMENT OF IDAHO FARM BUREAU FEDERATION, POCATELLO, IDAHO 


The Idaho Farm Bureau Federation is a statewide organization composed 
entirely of people who obtain their living from agriculture. This organization 
has a current membership of 16,320 farm families. Its principal place of busi- 
ness is located in the Hub Building, Pocatello, Idaho. 

Its policies are discussed and recommended by the members themselves at 
the grassroots level. Each county unit has its own officers and official delegates 
to the annual official meeting of the State federation. At this annual meeting, 
the policies of the organization are then determined by a majority vote of the 
delegates after full hearing and discussion. Such policies then become the pro- 
gram of the Idaho Farm Bureau Federation. 

Our position on Hells Canyon is reflected in the following resolutions: 


RESOLUTION NO. 10 


(Adopted at 1953 convention, Boise, Idaho, December 5, 1953.) 

“We resolve, That the Idaho Farm Bureau Federation reaffirm our stand 
against Hells Canyon and take no further action until the findings of the Fed- 
eral Power Commission at their present hearings have been evaluated and 
studied.” 

RESOLUTIONS NOS. 45, 46, AND 47 


(Adopted at 1954 convention, Idaho Falls, Idaho, December 1, 1954.) 

“Whereas any development of our rivers or streams such as powerplants, 
reservoirs, bird refuges, recreation areas, either by Government or private enter- 
prise, can and will affect irrigation. 

“Be it resolved, We as the Idaho farmers ask that the State and Federal Govy- 
ernments completely protect our irrigation rights in any project.” 

“Whereas Farm Bureau has long resisted the centralization of government 
and the present trend to give the Government more authority, which, in our 
opinion, will in a few short years take away our free-enterprise system. 

“Be it resolved, That the Idaho Farm Bureau aggressively support the devel- 
opment of our natural resources by private enterprise when practical and 
feasible.” 

“We recommend to the State of Idaho and the Federal Government a policy 
of storing water in upstream areas rather than by large downstream dams.” 

Under the 1953 resolution cited above, the Idaho Farm Bureau must oppose 
any further action until the findings of the Federal Power Commission have 
been studied and evaluated. 

We feel that a congressional committee does not have the necessary time and 

experience to give thorough study to the technical material of this case. 
After a year long hearing and study by the Federal Power Commission, 
during which time over 19,000 pages of testimony were accumulated, it does not 
seem economically wise, nor fair to the American people to disregard these 
records and findings, with continued hearings which tend to confuse the issue. 

Under the 1954 resolution, the Idaho Farm Bureau must aggressively sup- 
port the development of our natural resources by private enterprise when practi- 
cal and feasible; and under Resolution No. 47 we recommend a policy of stor- 
ing water in upstream areas rather than by large downstream dams. 

In the light of the above-cited resolutions, we feel that the meetings on Hells 
Canyon called at this time are untimely, poorly located, and will serve no bene- 
ficial purpose. 
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We therefore recommend that the Hells Canyon problem be left in the hands 
of the Federal Power Commission for their recommendation. 
Respectfully submitted. 
JOHN H. WEsps, Evecutive Secretary. 
STATE oF IDAHO, 
County of Bannock, 88: 


This is to certify that Melvin Oppliger, a member of the board of directors 
of the Idaho Farm Bureau Federation, is hereby authorized to appear before the 
Senate Interior and Insular Affiairs Committees at the Hells Canyon hearings in 
Boise, Idaho, April 4, 1955, for the Idaho Farm Bureau Federation. 

[SEAL] JouHn H. Wess, 

Executive Secretary. 


STATEMENT OF THE IDAHO IRRIGATION DistTRicT, IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO, SIGNED 
BY GEORGE D. HANSEN, PRESIDENT, AND Davip W. Dick, MANAGER 


Re Hells Canyon hearing in Boise, Idaho, April 4, 1955. 


Hon. JAMEs E. Murray, 
Senator and Chairman, Senate Interior 
and Insular Affairs Committee, Boise, Idaho. 

Dear Senator: The directors and officers of the Idaho Irrigation District 
representing 36,000 acres of rich farmland in Bonneville and Bingham Coun- 
ties, with decrees from Snake River and storage space in Jackson Lake, Pali- 
sades, and American Falls reservoirs with a monetary value into the millions 
respectfully object and protest to the proposed Hells Canyon bill now before 
the Congress for the following reasons. 

1. It is our opinion that to promote an orderly development of Snake River, 
dams should first be built upstream as near the snowmelt level as possible. 

2. To obligate the vast sum of money required to construct Hells Canyon Dam 
to that project, would hamstring other meritorious projects upstream that are 
now on the program for early development. 

3. The State of Idaho is only about half developed insofar as the irrigated 
possibilities are concerned and the future irrigation and water requirement 
therefor would be restricted and impaired by the present bill before Congress. 

4. We feel that the present and future water rights of the State of Idaho 
will be impaired and placed in danger and may be entirely lost, under the present 
Hells Canyon bill, and we feel that the protection of our present and future 
water rights are much more important to the State and Nation than the build- 
ing of any dam. 

Yours truly, 
Gro. D. HANSEN, President. 
Davip W. Dick, Manager. 


STATEMENT OF IDAHO MINING ASSOCIATION, 304 CONTINENTAL BANK BUILDING, 
Boise, IDAHO 


The Idaho Mining Association, representing all branches of mining in Idaho, 
pledges a full effort to this end and calls for the cooperation of all other indus- 
tries in the State. This association adheres to the principle, “only the produc- 
tive can be strong and only the strong can be free.” 


SNAKE RIVER DEVELOPMENT 


The economic development of Idaho, including its great mining industry, has 
been based upon the principle of private enterprise and the investment of tax- 
paying capital. We note with approval the program of development of power 
on the Snake River north of Weiser through a series of medium-height dams 
to be constructed by private agencies. Such a project will furnish needed power 
for mining enterprises throughout central Idaho and will materially aid in the 
industrial development of our State. We urge upon the proper Federal authori- 
ties the granting of permits for construction of these dams and we ask our 
representatives in Congress to use their efforts to bring this about. 
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We especially commend the Honorable Douglas McKay, Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, for his stand in withdrawing his Department’s objection to the issuance of 
licenses by the Federal Power Commission to a private corporation. We believe 
this is a long step forward in the preservation of the American system of free 
enterprise. 

Hary W. Marsa, Secretary. 


STATEMENT OF THE IDAHO Power Co., Borse, IDAHO, StaneD By T. EB. Roacw 


My Dear Senator Murray: In response to the kind invitation of your com- 
mittee, I am pleased to submit for the record the following statement on behalf 
of Idaho Power Co. 

It is my understanding that the committee has ruled that the present hearings 
are limited to nontechnical matters, and that evidence as to the technical aspects 
of the development of the Hells Canyon reach of Snake River will be received 
only at a hearing to be held in Washington at some later date. 

As you are advised, Idaho Power Co. has pending before the Federal Power 
Commission applications for licenses for the construction of the Brownlee, Oxbow, 
and Hells Canyon projects under the terms and conditions expressed by Congress 
in the Federal Power Act. 

These plants will have an initial installed capacity of 783,400 kilowatts, with 
peaking capability of 900,800 kilowatts. Provision will be made for ultimate 
capacity installations of 1,175,100 kilowatts, to provide in excess of 1,300,000 
kilowatts of peaking capability. The powerplants will utilize the full head and 
flow of the river, as the Brownlee plant will operate with little or no loss of 
dependable capacity due to reservoir drawndown. 

These are not small or “pygmy” dams that the company is proposing. Oxbow 
will be nearly double, and Brownlee more than four times the height of the Gov- 
ernment dam at Bonneville. The company’s Hells Canyon dam will be 46 feet 
higher than Niagara Falls. 

The economics of the company’s proposed development, and the low cost of 
power therefrom, is indicated by the fact that the cost of the 3 projects will 
average only $169.75 per kilowatt of installed capacity. Our construction cost 
estimates have been verified by the world-renowned and highly competent con- 
struction tirm of Morrison-Knudsen Co., Inc., and their confidence in these costs 
is evidenced by their firm offer to build and complete the projects at a cost of 
$133 million as presented in sworn testimony before the Federal Power 
Commission. 

Idaho Power Co. is ready to commence construction of the projects within 60 
to 90 days after authorizations are obtained. At Oxbow, the first generating unit 
could be in service within 20 months, and the entire project completed in 24 
months. Actually, if construction can begin in time to divert the river by the 
lst of August, the entire Oxbow development can be completed and on the line 
in 12 months. The Brownlee and Hells Canyon projects can be completed in 30 
months, and if all three projects are constructed concurrently, they can be com- 
pleted and in service in 38 months from the date of starting the first project. 
This compares with a minimum of 7 to 10 years which would be required to build 
the Government dam at Hells Canyon, even assuming that appropriations are 
available as needed to meet the half a billion dollars that the single dam would 
cost. 

The company’s projects will develop the full head in the Hells Canyon-Weiser 
reach of Snake River, and the Brownlee Dam will provide 1 million acre-feet 
of storage which can be filled and used every year, for power, flood-control and 
navigation purposes. We believe that the evidence submitted to the Federal 
Power Commission conclusively shows that this is the largest amount of economi- 
cal storage that can be provided, or is required in this reach of the river for the 
reasons (1) that the Snake River, above the Salmon and Clearwater, is already 
one of the most completely controlled rivers in the Nation; (2) additional major 
annual storage of approximately a million and a half additional acre-feet is near- 
ing completion at the Lucky Peak (Army) and Palisades (USBR) dams; (3) the 
pressing need and plans for additional upstream storage both for irrigation use 
and local flood-control protection ; and (4) the substantial depletion in streamflow 
that is bound to occur from future upstream pumping and river diversions for 
additional irrigation. 

These powerplants, together with our existing interconnected system, will 
be fully integrated, both electrically and hydraulically, with the Northwest power 
pool system, and thus not only supply the rapidly growing powerload in southern 
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Idaho and eastern Oregon but contribute materially and promptly in supplying 
critically needed power in other Northwest areas. 

The company’s proposed development will be constructed with investor capital 
and without the use of taxpayer funds, thereby releasing Federal appropriations 
for other much-needed developments. In addition, it will pay taxes estimated at 
approximately $10 million each year to the Federal and State Governments, and 
to local governmental subdivisions. Of this amount, approximately $4 million 
will be paid in taxes to State and local taxing units, and the balance will go to 
the Federal Government. Thus, over a 50-year period, the company’s proposed 
developments will contribute approximately half a billion dollars in taxes for 
governmental needs 

Following a full and extended hearing before the Federal Power Commission, 
which occupied more than a year, the case was finally submitted last July 9, 
and briefs have been filed. At the hearing all parties were given full opportunity 
to be heard—proponents of the proposed Federal dam at Hells Canyon, as well as 
witnesses in support of the company’s plan of development. Some 400 technical 
exhibits were introduced, and the hearing record comprises 158 volumes, consist- 
ing of nearly 20,000 pages. Numerous representatives of various governmental 
agencies appeared as witnesses, and all published reports of governmental agen- 
cies, relating to the subject, are either before the Commission or available to it 
for its study and consideration. We believe that the evidence before the Com- 
mission, as presented by the company and independent witnesses, fully establishes 
that the company’s plan of development fully meets the tests specified by Con- 
gress in the act, and is the soundest and best plan for the area and for the Nation. 

It is our understanding that there will be a further hearing, at which engineer- 
ing, power production and other technical and factual evidence may be presented. 
We respectfully request an opportunity for a full presentation of such matters at 
that time, and will be glad to have the opportunity to submit the company’s wit- 
nesses, exhibits, and other evidence to full cross-examination as to all aspects of 
comprehensive development which the company’s program will provide. 

Very truly yours, 
T. HB. Roacu. 


STATEMENT OF THE IDAHO STATE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 524 IDAHO BUILDING, 
Boise, IDAHO 


Opposition of the Idaho State Chamber of Commerce to Federal construction 
of a dam at Hells Canyon on Snake River on the Oregon-Idaho boundary rests 
primarily upon the basic belief that Government should not assume proprietary 
functions, should not imperil the water rights of the citizens of the respective 
States, and should not, by expanding its competitive activities in fields that 
should be left to private enterprise, deprive the States of taxable, wealth-produc- 
ing investments. 

On each of these counts we believe S. 1333 merits opposition, particularly since 
overwhelming legal precedent supports the contention that no congressional 
action can guarantee Idaho water rights against future adverse action by the 
Federal Government. 

Our organization, representing all phases of the economic life of Idaho, has 
consistently supported the programs of the several States of the Columbia River 
Basin in a coordinated plan under which private enterprise, local, State, and 
interstate governmental bodies would carry forward the necessary program in the 
amove-named order of responsibility, with participation by the Federal Govern- 
ment “only when the collective action of all of the people of the Nation is neces- 
sary for accomplishment of the objectives.” 

Eart W. Murpny, Secretary. 


STATEMENT OF WILLIAM E. ADAMS, MASTER, IDAHO STATE GRANGE, DAGLE, IDAHO 


My name is William E. Adams; I live at Eagle, Idaho, and I am master of the 
Idaho State Grange. 

The Idaho State Grange, through action of its delegates in four consecutive 
State conventions, has voted its opposition to impairment of the water rights of 
Idaho citizens under legislation introduced in the Congress calling for construc- 
tion by the Federal Government of a high dam at Hells Canyon. Complete copies 
of the resolutions adopted at these four meetings are made a part of this state- 
ment in opposition. 





HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 1031 


As it was so clearly stated in the 1952 resolution, “the Idaho constitution and 
Idaho water laws provide safeguards of the irrigation water supply as to parties 
and persons over whom the State of Idaho has jurisdiction, but does not provide 
protection as to the Federal Government or any of its agencies. * * * Those 
safeguards apply when Snake River is developed by private enterprise but have 
no standing if a Federal hydroelectric project is constructed on the river.” 

It has been clearly demonstrated that no action short of an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States can assure Idaho of freedom from possible 
adverse action in the allocation of water from the streams of the State. There- 
fore, on behalf of the Idaho State Grange, and acting under directed authority 
expressed in the resolutions which follow, I wish the record to show that the 
Idaho State Grange is unalterably opposed to legislation now pending calling for 
construction of a Federal dam at Hells Canyon since it fails to afford adequate 
protection to the vital water resources of the State of Idaho. 

Actions approved and adopted by the delegate body of the Idaho State Grange 
in the four most recent annual sessions. 


Burley, Idaho, 1951 
REPORT OF IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION COMMITTEE 


Resolution No. 6—Opposing Hells Canyon Dam 


Whereas the Bureau of Reclamation has proposed that it be authorized to 
build a high dam at the Hells Canyon site at an estimated cost of about $433 
million for the production of about 800,000 kilowatts ; and 

Whereas the Idaho Power Co. is ready and willing to develop 695,000 kilowatts, 
in 5 low-head dams covering the same section of Snake River Canyon, at a cost of 
$176 million through private financing ; and 

Whereas private enterprise financed by private funds would be able to pro- 
duce power at an estimated cost of $253 per kilowatt compared to $417.48 per 
kilowatt financed by public funds on a Government project ; and 

Whereas since there is no present shortage of power in the Snake River 
Valley the Bureau of Reclamation proposes to sell most of the power that a high 
dam would develop in the distant Northwest while the five low-head dams would 
be built as the Inland Empire developed ; and 

Whereas five low-head dams built by private enterprise would contribute under 
present rates approximately $3 million annually in ad valorem taxes to the local 
area while a Government dam would contribute nothing ; and 

Whereas since any dams built in this location would be purely power dams 
and would produce no benefits in the way of reclamation or irrigation they might 
retard the development of the desert area above the power location by demanding 
water which could be used elsewhere for irrigation ; and 

Whereas we are opposed to the Government entering into competition with 
private enterprise: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That we go on record as opposing the proposed Hells Canyon Dam 
as planned by the Bureau of Reclamation. 

Adopted. 


Coeur d’Alene, Idaho, 1952 
Hells Canyon 


It was moved by Merlyn C. Gersma, master of Central Park Grange, that this 
delegate body reaffirm their 1951 action on Hells Canyon Dam as follows: 
“Exactly the same resolution as was adopted at the 1951 session.” 
Adopted. 
Nampa, Idaho, 1953 


Resolution No. 14—Development of the Snake River 


Whereas full utilization of the irrigation, reclamation, and power resources of 
the Snake River is essential to the continued development and prosperity of 
Idaho agriculture; and 

Whereas water is the lifeblood of Idaho agriculture, and any curtailment of 
the supply would work to the great detriment of farmers and their families, both 
on lands presently irrigated and more than a million acres of potentially produc- 
tive lands yet to be reclaimed ; and 
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Whereas the Idaho constitution and Idaho water laws provide safeguards of 
the irrigation water supply as to parties and persons over whom the State of 
Idaho has jurisdiction, but does not provide protection as to the Federal Govern- 
ment or any of its agencies; and 

Whereas those safeguards apply when Snake River is developed by private 
enterprise but have no standing if a Federal hydroelectric project is constructed 
on the river; and 

Whereas private enterprise with taxpaying capital is prepared to bring about 
the immediate development of Snake River in a manner best meeting the needs of 
public interest by construction of Oxbow, Brownlee, and Hells Canyon Dams, 
under terms contained in the license applications and testimony presently before 
the Federal Power Commission : and 

Whereas the United States Department of the Interior has announced that the 
proposed Federal dam at Hells Canyon would have no physical connection with 
any reclamation project, that the Federal project is not authorized and that there 
is small probability of funds for its construction being available for several years, 
while it is important to the area that power production be obtained rapidly; and 

Whereas the United States Department of the Interior has further announced 
that the Federal cost per kilowatt would be more than 2% times that required for 
private development; that the 2 proposals would develop the same hydraulic 
head for power production and that the flood-control benefits would be the same: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That we reaffirm our previous resolutions and again go on record 
as opposing the Hells Canyon Dam as proposed for construction by the Federal 
Government. (Resolution sent in by Twin Falls Grange in Twin Falls County.) 

Adopted. 


Resolution No. 22—Opposed to Hells Canyon 


Whereas there has been submitted to us by the State Grange a list of resolu- 
tions that will be up for consideration by the next session of the State Grange to 
be held in Nampa, Idaho, in December 1953; and 

Whereas a certain resolution sponsored by the Deary Grange covers the sub- 
ject of endorsement of Hells Canyon Dam: and 

Whereas this subject has been before the State Grange of Idaho a number 
of times in the past and after full consideration of the subject by the delegate 
bodies of the State grange the subject of Hells Canyon Dam has been defeated 
each time it was presented ; and 

Whereas this subject has been twice turned down by congressional committees 
after most extensive and careful consideration ; and 

Whereas the subject is now before the Federal Power Commission on hearings 
in which a large volume of testimony presented showed that the farming industry 
of southern Idaho considers it will be irreparably damaged and destroyed should 
the water of Snake River be diverted from irrigation use to development of 
power at Hells Canyon; and 

Whereas in a number of years the flow of the river was not sufficient to take 
care of present irrigation needs let alone enough to take care of prospective fur- 
ther irrigation developments which must -be taken care of with water of the 
Snake River; and 

Whereas agriculture is the basic industry of the State of Idaho and thousands 
of Grange members of our State are directly involved as irrigation farmers using 
Snake River water: anything that would hurt their interests is of extreme im- 
portance to the State of Idaho and to the Idaho State Grange: Now, therefore, 
beit . 

Resolved. That we go on record as opposing the resolution of Deary Grange 
favoring Hells Canyon: and be it further 

Resolved. That the State Grange having repeatedly acted in opposition to the 
question, that in the interest of peace and harmony among Grangers that this 
controversial question be dropped as a matter before this State Grange session. 
(Resolution sent in by Mapleleaf Grange in Kootenai County.) 

Adopted. 
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Twin Falls, Idaho, 1954 


The Hells Canyon controversy in the Idaho State Grange 


Whereas the Idaho State Grange is composed of a general representation of 
the agricultural people of the State of Idaho; and 

Whereas it is the duty of this broad and general representation of the agricul- 
tural people of Idaho to set forth, in general principles, their requirements re- 
garding this controversial issue, and, 

Whereas the action taken by the Idaho State Grange should be of a nature 
such that our feeling of fraternal brotherhood in our Grange should not be 
jeopardized, and, 

Whereas the Idaho State Grange in effect has been directing a school of 
thought which has become a partisan political issue and to press this issue fur- 
ther would only lead to additional dissention on the part of members who have 
the opposite political view, and 

Whereas the issue of Hells Canyon is a composite of several issues rather 
than one, which, in rules of parliamentary law and fairness to reason, should 
not be grouped as a single issue : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the controversial issue of public power versus private power 
be omitted from the work of this session of the Idaho State Grange; and be it 
further 

Resolwed, That the Idaho State Grange go on record as favoring the develop- 
ment of the bountiful natural resources of the State of Idaho to the greatest 
intensity that is economically feasible, provided that in doing so the water rights 
of the people on the Snake River watershed be guaranteed an undisputable prior 
right to all future claims to water flowing or stored in the Snake River or in its 
tributaries—be the claims from public power or from private power sources. 

Report adopted. 


STATEMENT OF INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF BOILERMAKERS, IRON SHIP 
ro 


BUILDERS, BLACKSMITHS, FORGERS AND HELPERS, SUBORDINATE LODGE No. 52, 
SIGNED BY F., M. Breery, SECRETARY 


Members of local 52 are very desirous of securing a high dam in Hells Canyon, 

We therefore ask that you do everything possible to secure a high dam in 
Hells Canyon. 

The dam would utilize the runoff water not only from Snake River but also 
the runoff water from the Salmon River and others. Would eliminate excessive 
runoff in the Columbia River. The high dam would give more power also make 
possible the use of land for farming that is now useless. 

We sincerely hope you will do everything in your power to secure a high dam 
in Hells Canyon for the people of Idaho. 


STATEMENT OF INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF ELECTRICAL WORKERS OF 
PocATELLO, IDAHO, LocaL UNION No. 582, SigNep By FrRANcIs E. ROHDE, PRESIDENT 


The membership of Local Union No. 582, International Brotherhood of Elec- 
trical Works of Pocatello, Idaho, feel that it is of best interest to all residents 
of the State of Idaho that a high dam be built at Hells Canyon. 

We wish to request that you bend every effort of yourself and the association 
toward that end. 

Thanking you in advance I remain. 

Yours very truly, 
Francis B. Roupe, President. 


STATEMENT OF INLAND EMPIRE District Councit No. 10, INTERNATIONAL Woop- 
WORKERS OF AMERICA, SPOKANE, WASH., SIGNED By EArt NIMZ, PRESIDENT, AND 
GEORGE DIMICO, SECRETARY-TREASURER 


The Inland Empire District Council No. 10, IWA-CIO, representing over 5,000 
workers in the inland empire, without qualifications, unanimously go on record 
giving its wholehearted support to a Federal Hells Canyon Dam project on the 
Snake River. 

To us, water means more crops, it also means more jobs, more diversified em- 
ployment and a stabilized industry, more homes for more people. 
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In terms of dollars and cents we feel these big dams are worth every cent that 
they cost. The steady payback in increased employment and a steady flow of new 
and useful products is the answer to more taxable revenue for county, State, 
and Federal alike. 

We must also remember this is modern America. Let us keep it ahead in 
industrial might and in the production of farm produce. 

Respectfully submitted. 


Part Nimz, President, 
[SEAL] GeorGE Dimico, Secretary-Treasurer. 


STATEMENT OF NELLIE M., CHARLES K., AND TRUSCOTT IRBY 


To the Committee On Insular Affairs: 
We believe the high dam should be built at Hells Canyon by the Federal 


Government because it will utilize a complete development of the Columbia River 
system, it will provide a cheap and abundant supply of power for industry, 
national defense, and for utilization by all the people of the Northwest. The 
recreational value the development of phosphate beds should not be overlooked. 

There is no substitute for a high dam at Hells Canyon. 

Provisions in the Hells Canyon bill provide for protection of water rights to 
farms along the Columbia River system whereas the series of low dams proposed 
by Idaho Power Co. offer no protection for water rights. 

Hells Canyon Dam will add 1,124,000 kilowatts to Pacific Northwest power 
supply. Hells Canyon Dam if available in 1948 would have decreased flood 
damages between 10 to 12 million dollars. Hells Canyon aid to navigation is 
indispensable. Hells Canyon is needed to provide employment and payrolls and 
taxes in the Pacific Northwest. 

We believe that authorization for construction of high dam at Hells Canyon 
by the Federal Government should be given immediate authorization by Congress. 

Respectfully submitted. 

NELLIE M. IRBY. 
CHARLES K. IRBY. 
Truscorr IRBy. 


STATEMENT OF CARL D. IRWIN, PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, IDAHO STATE SENATE 
AND SENATOR FROM TWIN FALLS COUNTY, KIMBERLY, IDAHO 


My first and basic objection to the building of a high Federal dam at Hells 
Canyon, is that the instant that the dam is completed, we know that the first 
function of the Snake River will be to fill that reservoir each and every year. 

We know that the Federal Constitution provides the Federal Government with 
the authority to make that demand if necessary and it would be necessary. 

That means that all present and future users of water from the Snake River 
would be changed from first priority to second priority and that, in spite of and 
contrary to our Idaho laws. 

My second objection is that since the floodwaters of the Snake River are already 
under control or in final completion of control through reservoirs, the need for 
flood control is meaningless as far as the Snake River is concerned. 

Therefore, if it is necessary to have a high dam: Why not build it where it 
could pick up and control floodwaters from other streams that are a menace and 
need control and store water that no one has been able to put to use? 

That method would provide both flood control plus electric energy plus the 
electric energy provided by private power at Hells Canyon. 

My other reasons are that I think it morally and economically wrong, under 
existing circumstances, to in any way hamper or jeopardize the full development 
of an agriculture empire that is second to none in the world. It has proven itself 
in 50 years of development. 

It is presently developing the use of underground water for irrigation that has 
previously contributed to the flow of the river. This amounts to more than 400,000 
acres and vast areas yet to be developed. Without water this is worthless desert 
land. 

a unused water would still be utilized wherever the dam was built below 
ells Canyon. 
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I believe the whole proposition is a fight between Federal power advocates and 
private power and that in this instance if the Federal power advocates win it will 
be completely at the expense of the taxpayer and future growth of southeastern 
Idaho. 


STATEMENT OF SENATOR WILLIAM A. JACKSON, GOODING COUNTY, WENDELL, IDAHO 


1. We of the upper Snake River country are afraid for our water rights when 
dry years come along and there may not be enough water to run the high dam 
and supply the farmers with irrigation water. 

In view of past decisions of the Supreme Court, a constitutional amendment 
would be required to divest Congress of its powers and vest complete control 
of these water resources of navigable rivers in the States. 

2. We do not feel that the Government should spend our tax money for this 
kind of construction when private enterprise is willing to build this dam or 
its equivalent in low head dams. 

3. If built by private enterprise they would pay taxes on their plants which 
taxes could amount to enough in the counties affected to almost cut their mill levy 
in half. The payment of taxes more than offsets any difference in the price of 
power that the Government might make. 

4. If built by private enterprise the operation of these power companies can 
be controlled by State and Federal laws while if the Government built the dam 
the operation of which would be controlled by the laws that Congress might 
make, and this would leave Idaho very little to say about their own water and 
power rights as the combined strength in Congress of California, Oregon, and 
Washington greatly outweighs Idaho. 

5. If built under the present planned bills the State of Idaho would be 
allotted a very small amount of the power which would be all that they might 
use at this time but they would not have a chance to get more later if their 
industries developed and needed more power. 

6. If it is a matter of needing power soon, low head dams can be built and 
in service before the high dam can. 

7. If the Government wants in the power business let them pay interest on 
the money they use to build with, also pay taxes at the same rate as private 
power does, which will help the real property taxes in the counties affected. 

I, William A. Jackson, farmer and State senator from Gooding County, am 
opposed to the Federal Government building a high dam in the Hells Canyon 
area, with tax dollars, when private enterprise with private money is ready 
willing, and able to make a completely comprehensive development of the same 
area, in a three-dam project, which will pay tax dollars into the State and local 
treasuries. I also believe that Congress cannot guarantee water rights on the 
upper Snake River, if the high Hells Canyon Dam is built, without an amendment 
to our Federal Constitution. 


STATEMENT OF GROVER W. JENSEN, NEW SWEDEN, IDAHO 


I would like to impart a few facts in a modest endeavor to clarify some of 
the grassroots opposition to the power dam at Hells Canyon. It isn’t likely at 
the Senate committee hearing in Boise, April 4, that the grassroots farmer per- 
sonally will have a chance to be heard. 

Three years ago a farm organization of approximately 15,000 members in 
Idaho conducted a poll to obtain members’ opinions on the Hells Canyon project. 
Previous to the poll copies of the bill to authorize construction of the dam were 
sent out to all local and county chairmen and secretaries for discussion. The 
vote showed more than 12 to 1 against the proposed dam. 

This year more than a thousand representatives of the water districts through- 
out the Snake River Valley adopted a resolution at Idaho Falls opposing the 
building of the high Hells Canyon Dam, This is the sentiment of the grass- 
roots which the Senate committee is seeking at Boise on April 4. 
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A few years ago hearings conducted by the Bureau of Reclamation, Army 
engineers, and other committees to authorize Hells Canyon Dam was rejected, 
because proof of the water in the Snake River was not available for such a 
project. 

If the dam were constructed below where the Salmon River and the Clear- 
water River enters the Snake River it would supply power and help to solve 
the floodwaters in the lower Columbia River Basin because almost all of the 
floodwaters originate in the Salmon and Clearwater Rivers. 

The grassroot farmers in the irrigated areas of the Snake River Valley could 
never feel confident that their water would not be subjected to Government con- 
trol for power purposes, if the dam at the Hells Canyon site is constructed. What 
value will this power be, if we have no water to raise a crop? In the columns 
of a local paper one of the Members of Congress from Idaho said, the adminis- 
tration’s action in the Hells Canyon case is a do-nothing, under the fancy titles 
of private enterprise. 

What have we done under the existing agencies? In Idaho we have brought 
under irrigation 2,500,000 acres of land and we have built reservoirs whose 
total storage capacity is 5,500,000 acre-feet. In the Western States since 1902 
we have constructed 78 projects, built 179 dams with a capacity of 69 million 
acre-feet. We have built five of the largest concrete dams in the world. We 
have electrified 95 percent of our farms in Idaho compared with about 56 per- 
cent in the TVA territory. Under the free enterprise system the United States 
produces more than 300 billion kilowatt-hours each year, which is more than 
all the rest of the world. Under this free enterprise system, with only 6 per- 
cent of the world’s population and area, we have almost 3 times as many motor 
vehicles and more students in our State universities than all th rest of the world; 
More paved highways, telephones, and innumerable conveniences. 

The Government’s public power competition with private enterprise should 
be entered only if private companies do not offer at a reasonable price the serv- 
ice needed by our people. Aside from the cost involved, there is a great prin- 
ciple involved; that is the question of Government in business, any kind of busi- 
ness; any departure from this principle is a move toward destruction of pri- 
vate enterprise, which has been a cherished principle of our people. 


STATEMENT OF JEROME CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 


I, J. S. Keel, Jr., do hereby certify that I am the duly appointed, qualified 
and acting secretary of the Jerome Chamber of Commerce and as such am the 
official custodian of all the records and files of said chamber of commerce and 
keep the minutes of all meetings of the membership of said organization. 

That on the 30th day of March 1955, a regular meeting of the members of said 
organization duly and legally called and held and at such meeting a resolution 
attached hereto was duly adopted by the unanimous vote of all members pres- 
ent. That at said meeting were 38 members in attendance. 

I further certify that at said meeting Guy Simons, E. E. LaTurner, and John 
Woolley were duly appointed and designated to represent said chamber of com- 
merce at the joint congressional hearing on the Hells Canyon Dam issue to be 
held in Boise, Idaho, on the 4th of April 1955, and to present said resolution 
to said meeting and to cast any vote or take any action on behalf of the said 
chamber of commerce in support of said resolution at said hearing. 

In witness thereof, I have hereunto set my hand this 31st day of March 1955. 

J.S. Keer, Jr., Executive Secretary. 


“Whereas heretofore, during the year 1952, the Jerome Chamber of Commerce 
formally went on record endorsing the application of the Idaho Power Co. for 
a permit to construct a dam and powerplant in the Snake River at what is known 
as the Ox Bow site, by resolution, a true copy whereof marked “Exhibit A” is 
attached hereto and made a part hereof: and 

“Whereas there is now pending in Congress bills proposing to appropriate suf- 
ficient funds for the construction of a high dam at what is commonly known as 
Hells Canyon site in the Snake River Canyon: and 

“Whereas the Federal Power Commission has concluded hearings on the appli- 
cation of the Idaho Power Co. to construct three low-head dams in that part of 
the Snake River Canyon lying above the site of the proposed Government high 
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dam at Hells Canyon, which said application has not been as yet acted upon by 
the said Federal Power Commission and a decision reached ; and 

“Whereas it is the opinion of competent legal authority that in the event the 
Federal Government should erect the proposed high dam at the Hells Canyon site 
for the alleged purpose of promoting flood control, navigation, generation of 
power and irrigation that the rights of upriver users of the waters of Snake River 
and its tributaries for irrigation purposes would be jeopardized ; and 

“Whereas the economy of the State of Idaho, particularly that part thereof 
dependent for its livelihood upon receiving the use of the waters from Snake 
River for irrigation purposes, is entirely dependent upon an assured constant 
flow of Snake River water for irrigation purposes; and 

“Whereas there is every reason to believe that the primary purposes; and of 
said proposed high dam at Hells Canyon is the generation and distribution of 
power and that the other alleged purposes contained in the act authorizing the 
construction of said proposed dam are fictitious and not seriously contemplated 
by the advocates of said high dam but that such purposes are included among 
the authorized purposes for such construction in order to alleviate doubts and 
fears of upriver users of Snake River water ; and 

“Whereas Snake River from the confluence of Salmon River upstream is the 
best controlled river in the United States insofar as potential flood damage is 
concerned and that purpose cannot be used as justification for the construction 
of said proposed dam; and 

“Whereas the Idaho Power Co., whose application for permit to construct 
three low-head dams in the area to be flooded by the high dam, has constantly 
provided more than adequate power and service for all present and reasonably 
anticipated future users of power in this area, 
average; and 

“Whereas there is every reason to believe that the Idaho Power Co. can have 
its proposed dams and generating facilities constructed, installed, and in opera 
tion many years earlier than can the Federal Government have its Hells Canyon 
Dam and generating facilities completed and ready for service; and 

“Whereas the undersigned chamber of commerce believes the economy of the 
United States will best be served by permitting and encouraging orderly develop- 
ment of public-utility functions by private enterprise, properly regulated, when 
such private enterprise is financially able to provide such services; and 

“Whereas the Idaho Power Co. has furnished satisfactory evidence to the Fed 
eral Power Commission of its present ability to finance the development of the 
power potential of the Hells Canyon strength of the Snake River and to provide 
the required distribution facilities ; and 

“Whereas the potential power development of the Idaho Power Co. proposal 
is approximately as great as that of the proposed high dam and the per kilowatt 
cost of installed capacity is much less than that of the proposed high dam; and 

“Whereas a substantial property valuation would be placed upon the tax rolis 
of both the State of Idaho and the State of Oregon if the application of the Idaho 
Power Co. should be approved, which said valuation would be lost, for tax put 
poses, should the high dam be constructed, and in addition to the property tax 
loss there would be a tremendous loss of income-tax revenue to both the Federal! 
and State governments involved should the Government dam be constructed ; and 

“Whereas the potential use of the storage waters impounded by said dams for 
recreational facilities would be as great under the Idaho Power Co. proposal 
as under the high dam proposal, if not greater: Now, therefore, be if 

“Resolved, That the Jerome Chamber of Commerce vigorously opposes the ap 
propriation by the Congress of the United States of any moneys for the construc 
tion of the proposed Hells Canyon Dam and favors the granting of permits | 
the Federal Power Commission to the Idaho Power Co. to proceed immediatel) 
with the construction of the three low-head dams applied for.” 


at prices far below the national 


RESOLUTION OF JEROME CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, JEROME, IDAHO 


Whereas the Idaho Power Co. has filed an application with the Federal Power 
Commission for a permit and license to construct a hydroelectric dam and power- 
plant across the Snake River at what is commonly known as the Ox Bow site; 
and 

Whereas the Secretary of the Interior has protested the granting of such 
application on grounds that such proposed construction would interfere with 
and jeopardize the building of the Hells Canyon Dam ; and 
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Whereas the Idaho Power Co. has pioneered the development of the generation 
and distribution of the electric power in southern Idaho and eastern Oregon 
and has always been ahead of the need for power in the area served by it and 
has at all times been able to provide adequate power for all industrial and 
domestic needs of this area at costs substantially below the national average for 
electric power and in addition has established a research department making 
available to all users and potential users of power in this area a staff of com- 
petent industrial engineers and has done much toward bringing new industry to 
this area; and 

Whereas it is the belief of the Jerome Chamber of Commerce that the economic 
growth and development of this area will be best provided by permitting private 
industry and capital to expand and provide facilities for the development of the 
national resources of the area in preference to depending upon Government and 
its inefficient and expensive methods; and 

Whereas there is great danger that a substantial portion of the power which 
might be developed from the proposed Hells Canyon Dam would be diverted to 
the Pacific coast in preference to being made available for the development of 
Idaho : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Jerome Chamber of Commerce, That we strongly endorse the 
application of the Idaho Power Co. for a permit to construct its proposed dam 
and powerplant at the Ox Bow site and recommend that the protests of the 
Secretary of the Interior be dismissed and said application of the Idaho Power 
Co. be granted. 

A. V. Hatt, President. 

Attest : 

J. S. Kuan, Jr., 
Executive Secretary. 


STATEMENT OF ALBERT S. JOHNSON, OF POCATELLO, IDAHO 


I own and operate 2 irrigated farms and 1 dry farm in Bannock County, State 
of Idaho (of which I have been a resident for 35 years). This consists of 11,000 
acres of range rights, 1,400 acres dryland, and 700 acres irrigated land. This 


operation is carried on by myself and two sons. 

I am quite concerned about the Hells Canyon bill now before Congress and 
the effect it will have on the future of southeastern Idaho. I therefore believe: 

1. That orderly development of an area is necessary and we have developed 
our area in an orderly manner through private industry. 

29. The bill on the high dam at Hells Canyon does not give State protection to 
the water rights within the State. 

8. The Federal Power Commission should be allowed to give its decision on 
the pending application which is before it without interference from Congress. 


STATEMENT OF L. C. JOHNSON, POCATELLO, IDAHO 


As a citizen of Idaho, and owner of two irrigated farms in the upper Snake 
River Valley, I feel that the best interests of the people of our State would not 
be served by the construction of Hells Canyon Dam. 

It appears to me that the present private power interests of Idaho have always 
done a very fine job in servicing our people, and are fully capable of developing 
power to meet future needs. 

It is my understanding that there will be no new land below Hells Canyon 
Dam that will be irrigated because of the construction of that facility, and that 
a good part of the power would be, if that dam was constructed, diverted away 
from Idaho. 

Idaho is attempting to develop industrially, and it will need water in order 
to obtain power, as it is the dream of our people that some day the State will 
be dotted with factories, and we would be habitated by a much larger population ; 
this would, of course, be impossible, particularly in the upper Snake River Valley, 
if the rights were already established downstream. 

Therefore, it appears that the construction of Hells Canyon Dam would not 
serve the best interests of the State in agricultural development, or industrial 
expansion, which causes me to oppose the construction of this dam. 
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STATEMENT OF STERLING E. JOHNSON, OF PARMA, IDAHO 


My name is Sterling Johnson, I reside at Parma, Idaho, where I am engaged 
in growing and shipping of agricultural products. My mother, brothers and 
myself own and operate approximately 1,200 acres of irrigated land situated in 
and around Parma. Being engaged in agriculture I am primarily interested in 
the Hells Canyon controversy from an irrigation standpoint. Irrigation is the 
lifeblood of the Snake River Valley. Without it, our lands would revert to 
desert and sagebrush. 

The use of these irrigation waters are guaranteed to us under State law by 
what are called water rights, which are based on priority. The Hells Canyon 
bill as I understand it, in no way guarantees or protects these water rights 
under which we exist. Neither does this bill make any provision for water 
rights which in the future might be allocated to lands within the State of Idaho 
which can readily be developed into productive farmlands. 

There are thousands of acres in the Snake River Valley which are rich in 
fertility but cannot be developed without a guaranty of ample irrigation water. 
Under the Hells Canyon bill, if the waters of the Snake River are needed for 
the development of power these rich lands would forever lay idle. As a farmer 
of Idaho, I want the same protection with regard to my irrigation rights, from 
the Federal Government as I now enjoy under State government. 

Generally speaking, Hells Canyon Dam is to be erected primarily for power 
producing purposes. It serves no purpose from an irrigation or reclamation 
standpoint as there are no lands below it to be irrigated. From a flood-control 
standpoint, it is not a necessity, due to the fact that the Snake River has never 
contributed to any extent in any flood along its course or below it. 

At this time with the public debt as great as it is, and with the prospect that 
it will continue to mount, I certainly cannot see the expenditure of public funds 
for the construction of a dam, which is to be built primarily for power purposes, 
when private capital is willing and able to produce approximately the same 
amount of power without cost to the taxpayers of the United States. If the 
Federal Government feels that it has money to spend on a dam, why not locate 
such a dam further down the Snake River where it can utilize waters of the 
Salmon River which are not needed for irrigation, and which have in the past 
been known to contribute to flood conditions further downstream. 

Let’s leave the waters of the Snake River above Hells Canyon for irrigation 
of present lands and for the development of future lands which may be vitally 
needed for the production of food in years to come. 


STATEMENT OF A, R. KAUFMAN, BUHL, IDAHO 


I am opposed to the construction of a Federal dam at Hells Canyon on the 
grounds that the interests of all concerned would be better served by private 
development of the resources. 

A. R. KAUFMAN, 
Twin Falls Tract Farmer. 


STATEMENT OF SENATOR THOMAS J. KEITHLY, WASHINGTON Country, IDAHO 


I wish to express my opposition to Federal construction of a half-billion dollar 
dam in Snake River Canyon between Oregon and Idaho. The plan is in direct 
conflict with one advanced by Idaho Power Co., which is awaiting a Federal Power 
Commission decision to build three low-head dams in the same area. 

The investment of private enterprise in the three low-head dams would provide 
our county and State with millions of dollars of taxable valuation. The Brown- 
lee Dam alone, which would be located in Washington County, would increase 
the county valuation by $14% million. Washington County and the State of 
Idaho need this taxable wealth. The Federal dam would give us none. 

Tax figures for 1954 show that the Idaho Power Company paid over $3 million 
in State and local taxes and nearly $4% million to the Federal Government. Con- 
struction of the three low-head dams would triple their investment and, therefore, 
would provide us with a like amount of tax revenue. 

Let’s let private enterprise add to our State and county assets and restrain the 
Federal Government from increasing our liabilities. 

Yours very truly. 
THOMAS J. KEJTHLY, 
Washington County State Senator 
62506—55—A——_8 





1040 HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 


STATEMENT OF MR. AND MRs. CLARK L. KESLER, BLACKFOOT, IDAHO 


As long time residents of Bingham County, I would like to express the view- 
point of myself and my wife in regard to the Hells Canyon issue. 

We definitely feel the high dam would be most unfair to the water users of the 
upper Snake River Valley, and also most unfair to the taxpayers of 46 of the 48 
States of the Union (the benefactors being only Washington and Oregon). 


STATEMENT OF JAMES H. KNIGHT, CALDWELL, IDAHO 


As a farmer and interested citizen of Idaho I wish to submit my views in sup- 
port of a high dam at Hells Canyon. 

I am convinced that a high Federal dam at Hells Canyon will become a multi- 
purpose dam in every sense of the word, “including irrigation.” 

To date, irrigation from the proposed Hells Canyon Reservoir has not been 
generally conceived as a feasible possibility of this project; but let us consider 
the facts: 

In this country the annual population increase is about 3 million; if the rate of 
increase continues to mount there may be as many as 100 million additional 
consumers in 30 years. 

Obviously, nationwide, reclamation efforts will become increasingly ambitious. 
The ultimate in reclamation is to control the water supply to the last fertile acre. 

A map study, or an air flight over southern Idaho, reveals that we have re- 
claimed only comparatively small acres of our vast and fertile desert lands. 
The desirability of irrigating more of these lands is obvious. The feasibility of 
irrigating them can be shown. 

A graph using the number of acres irrigated as one axis, and the height above 
the stream source as the other axis, gives us a good indication of developments to 
come. From the few acres irrigated originally by simple diversion through the 
greater acreage gained by elevating the water by diversion and storage dams, 
on to the point we now have reached in the Grand Coulee development where 
water is elevated high above the dam plotted. This gives us a curve upon which 
we can determine the incidence of future irrigation projects; and the proposed 
high Hells Canyon project is on that curve. Population increases have been com- 
manding factor in elevating the irrigation curve: power cost has heen the com- 
manding deterrent. The advent of cheap atomic power stands to change the 
balance of these forces, giving the irrigation curve greater impetus. 

Washington’s Grand Coulee system is made mechanically possible by a unique 
natural topography; different but just as unique is the Snake River drainage 
system. The Snake River flows in a half circle through its basin and at Hells 
Canyon, west of Council, Idaho, has turned itself half around. At this point also 
nature has furnished a high divide between the Salmon and the Boise-Pavette 
watersheds. Water lifted from the proposed Hells Canyon Reservoir, somewhere 
along this area, can be sent eastward through canals and tunnels back above the 
proposed Payette River diversion dam below Cascade, where waters can be 
sent down the Payette system or sent through the proposed tunnel above the 
proposed Garden Valley Dam. From here, the waters can be sent, by proposed 
tunnel, above Lucky Peak Dam, allowing release of more Anderson Ranch water 
for the Mountain Home area. This simple plan could be amplified to affect desert 
land even further east. 

The fullest possible reclamation of Idaho desert land is in the best interest of 
all related industries including private power. Private power sales will even- 
tually be largely limited by the number of its consumers, since atomic energy 
will make the source of power comparatively unlimited. 

We already have in southern Idaho a number of Federal multi-purpose dams 
withous which we would not be populated and certainly of no benefit in the na- 
tional economy. The Black Canyon, Anderson Ranch, and Minidoka Dams are 
examples of these multipurpose Federal projects. The Government has not inter- 
fered with private power nor disrupted agriculture by control through these 
projects, but rather agriculture and all related industries have flourished because 
of them. 

For the reasons submitted I request that the high Hells Canyon Dam be author- 
ized by Congress under arrangements whereby all existing water rights are pro- 
tected and irrigation waters can eventually be drawn from the Hells Canyon 
Reservoir itself, for the reinformement and extension of present projects. 

Respectfully submitted. 
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STATEMENT OF Henry F. Kocu, oF Boise, IDAHO 


You may add my name to those who are opposed to the construction of a high 
dam at Hells Canyon. I am owner of a farm, and am interested in several retail 
business ventures. I am a native Idahoan—was raised in the small town of 
Hammett on the Snake River, where irrigation was the lifeblood of our econ- 
omy—so much so that when the “ditch broke” even food on the table became 
less pentiful. 

Therefore the construction of Hells Canyon Dam by the Government is a con- 
tradiction of so many things I believe right. 

I believe: 

1. That private enterprise should always be allowed to prosper, grow, and pro- 
duce without competition from the very Government it supports. 

2. That priority of water of the Snake first of all be assigned irrigation. 

3. That because a goodly share of the water of the Snake River comes from 
the watersheds of Idaho, Idaho must first be considered in advantages that 
accrue from its waters either irrigation or power. 

4. That surely we must not sit idly by and see one of our State Representatives 
and a few others from adjoining States in the Federal Congress connive with 
others so that the power of the Snake River be apportioned to other States of the 
Northwest through the construction of a Government high Hells Canyon Dam ; 
thus forever making impossible the continued orderly development of our lands 
in southern Idaho. 

The Idaho Power Co., not by words but by deeds, and over a good many years 
has demonstrated that the things above in which I believe, are the same as those 
they practice. 


STATEMENT OF Mrs. META Kurtz AND Dup.Ley L. Kurtz, Nyssa, ORrG 


I contend that construction of a single, high, Hells Canyon Dam would be the 
greatest single advancement for the Pacific Northwest since completion of the 
Grand Coulee Dam which benefited us so greatly for World War II war produc- 
tion and for peacetime uses since. To give away the best dam site on the Snake 
River to a private power company for inadequate development of it’s potential- 
ities seems idiotic and certainly not to the best advantage of the United States. 

I am a farmer who depends on water from the Owyhee River watershed, a 
tributary of the Snake River above Hells Canyon. I believe that there is less 
danger to the irregation farmer of having his water taken away from him if a 
high dam were built than if we had three low-head dams. To fill the 4,400,000 
acre-feet storage capacity of the Hells Canyon Dam and have this reserve when 
the river waterflow is the lowest would seem more sensible than low-head dams 
with virtually no storage capacity that can demand a continual flow of water at 
the sacrifice of irrigation reservoirs. 

There are some 2 million acres of land left in Idaho that can be irrigated that 
would take some 6 million acre-feet of water out of the river. The lowest flow 
ever recorded at Hells Canyon was 7,900,000 acre-feet. Of the 6 million acre-feet 
ised to irrigate this land at least 2 million acre-feet would find its way back to 
the river, so there would be no trouble even in the shortest water year to take 
care of all the irrigation Idaho can ever have and yet fill the Hells Canyon Dam 
Reservoir. 


I am in favor of full development of our natural resources and we cannot devel- 
velop fully without a high dam in Hells Canyon. 


STATEMENT OF LABELLE IRRIGATION Co., Rigry, IpAHo, Stignep By IRVIN V. 
HARROP, PRESIDEN’ 

It is the opinion of the stockholders of the LaBelle Irrigation Co. that the 
highest priority must be given to the utilization of the waters of Snake River 
for irrigation. Not only must we recognize existing rights for consumptive 
uses, but also any commitments for downstream use, for hydroelectric power 
must be subject to future consumptive uses. 

It is also the opinion of the stockholders of the LaBelle Irrigation Co. that 
the problems of irrigation, flood control, navigation, and hydroelectric power on 
the Snake River are so integrated that the maximum utilization of the waters 
of Snake River, and its tributaries, cannot be effected without a comprehensive 
plan. The Congress of the United States has directed the Corps of Engineers, 
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United States Army, to conduct a study of Snake River, and its tributaries. Re- 
sults of the preliminary study will be presented to the Congress of the United 
States in the near future, and no doubt Congress will be asked to continue the 
study for the development of such a plan. Continued haphazard development 
of the waters of Snake River, and its tributaries, for the development of hydro- 
electric power, including Hells Canyon Dam, without consideration for irriga- 
tion, flood control, and navigation, can only detract from the ultimate realiza- 
tion of maximum utilization. 

We are, therefore, diametrically opposed to any downstream commitments of 
the waters of Snake River for hydroelectric power, including Hells Canyon 
Dam, until such time as the final study of the Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, is completed, and a plan developed. Even then, any such plan must give 
irrigation first priority over the development of hydroelectric power. 

Respectfully submitted. 

IrnvIN V. Harrop, President. 

Attest: 

| SEAL | A. H. Lowper, Secretary. 


STATEMENT OF L. J. LANTER, SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS, ScHOOoL DISTRICT 
No. 482JB, CAMBRIDGE, IDAHO 


I believe the Idaho Power Co. should have the right to build the three low 
dams as they now have requested the Federal Power Commission. Some of the 
reasons are: 

1. The amount of revenue raised through taxation. This will aid the States, 
counties, and taxing units in the area served by the power generated at these 
three sites. At the last term of the legislature in the States of Washington, 
Oregon, and Idaho the legislators were looking for new sources of raising 
revenue to balance the States’ budgets. If Idaho Power Co. gets the right to 
build these dams and generate power it will add much-needed revenue to the 
State, county, and local taxing units. 

2. The question of private business versus public business. Both have their 
places in the American way of life, but I feel that private enterprises are more 
efficient, get things done cheaper, less waste, and done more quickly than projects 
built and supervised by the Government. As long as the Idaho Power meets the 
demands of the Federal Power Commission in constructing these dams, they 
should have the right to do so. 

3. The question of water rights. It is true that electric power is needed in 
the Pacific Northwest, but also the farmers of the Snake River Valley should 
have the protected water rights to supply their farms with the needed water 
for irrigation. 

4. Sports and recreation areas—fishing, boating, summer homes, and outdoor 
recreation are fast becoming big business in the Pacific Northwest. I believe 
there will be less drawdown on the 3 dams built by Idaho Power, than the 1 
big dam built by the Government. 


STATEMENT OF E. E. LATURNER, REPRESENTATIVE FROM JEROME COUNTY, 
IpDAHO HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, JEROME, IDAHO 


I definitely oppose the Hells Canyon high dam for the following reasons: 

Experience has proved that costs of construction have always far exceeded 
the engineers’ estimates. A Federal dam with Federal control would jeopardice 
the water rights of Idaho citizens. Water is the lifeblood of Idaho and we can- 
not exist unless the water rights are controlled by the State. On two occasions 
Idaho voters have voted against Hells Canyon Dam. Idaho’s position is known. 
In my opinion, the present bills in Congress have no purpose but to delay the 
final decision of the Federal Power Commission. 


STATEMENT OF WortH 8S. LEE, or MOUNTAIN HOME, IDAHO 


I believe the Federal Power Commission should be allowed to decide if it is 
to the best public interest for the Idaho Power Co. to construct the three projects 
they have applied fer in the Hells Canyon area; as the taxes they pay will help 
support Government instead of creating more Federal debt. 
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As long as this area is efficiently served by a private electric company which 
is willing to furnish power needed, I am opposed to Federal construction of 
Hells Canyon Dam; and believe it to be the interest of Idaho that the Federal 
Power Commission be allowed to render a decision as prescribed by law. 

As a resident of Idaho for many years and operating farm and ranch property 
I feel certain it is unwise to increase public debt, already high, whenever devel- 
opment can be made by private capital. 

WortTH 8. LEE. 


STATEMENT OF THE LINCOLN CouNTy FARM BUREAU, SIGNED BY Mrs. ERVIN 
BRAUN, SECRETARY 


A discussion was held on the advantages and disadvantages of Hells Canyon 
Dam. 
The motion was made, seconded, and approved by the group to draw up a reso- 
lution favoring private-owned industry. 
Mrs. Ervin Braun, Secretary. 


STATEMENT OF LITTLE WEISER IRRIGATION DiIstTRICT AND LOST VALLEY RESERVOIR 
Co., SIGNED BY E. B. Snow, Secrerary, Councii, IpAHo 


My name is E. B. Snow and I reside at Council, in Adams County, Idaho. 

For more than 50 years I have owned and personally operated farms in Adams 
County irrigated from the Weiser River and its tributaries. The Weiser River 
is a tributary of Snake River, upstream from the site of Hells Canyon Dam and 
Reservoir. 

For the past 18 years I have been secretary and business manager of Little 
Weiser Irrigation District which, by means of the C. Ben Ross Reservoir, sup- 
plies supplemental water for over 6,000 acres of land in both Adams and Wash 
ington Counties. For the past 14 years I have been secretary of Lost Valley 
Reservoir Co. and its agent in the care and operation of its dam and reservoir 
on Lost Creek, a tributary of the Weiser River. This reservoir supplies all the 
water for the irrigation of about 1,600 acres of land at Mesa, Idaho, and supple- 
mental water for irrigation of some 2,000 acres in the Council Valley and over 
2,000 acres in Middle Valley, in Washington County. My work is thus concerned 
with the irrigation of nearly 12,000 acres owned by some 100 resident farmers. 

The boards of directors of both Little Weiser Irrigation District and Lost 
Valley Reservoir Co. have directed me to appear at this hearing and enter 
protest to the proposal to federally construct the high dam at Hells Canyon. 
The protest of these governing boards is based on the following grounds, with 
which I personally concur as an owner of irrigated land and citizen of the area 
most vitally concerned in the proposed project. 

First: Under the “welfare” clause of the Federal Constitution, the National 
Government can take, limit or restrict the use of, any property, public or private, 
in aid of the operation of any service or facility of the National Government. 
This unrestricted power, even in the face of the so-called safeguard provisions 
contained in pending congressional acts to authorize construction of the Hells 
Canyon project, makes it possible for the Federal Government to limit, control or 
even prohibit the use of water of the Weiser River (or of the Snake River system 
as a whole) for irrigation or other purposes recognized by State law, whenever 
the governing authority of the Hells Canyon project and/or Bonneville Power 
Administration, deems such water necessary for operation of the power facilities 
of Hells Canyon Dam or other power projects on the lower Columbia River. The 
full and unrestricted irrigation of the lands before referred to is one of absolute 
necessity ; any project which might conceivably interfere with or restrict such 
use must be opposed with all possible vigor. 

Second: No Snake River water below Weiser, Idaho, is, or can be, used for 
irrigation of any Idaho land. The pending legislation to authorize construc- 
tion of the high dam at Hells Canyon does not specifically dedicate the revenues, 
if any, from that project to the reclamation of any specific upstream projects in 
Idaho, and, therefore, no irrigation or reclamation significance can be attached 
to the high dam proposal: 

Third: By reason of the existing and presently building storage dams on the 
upper Snake River and its tributaries, that stream is now the best controlled 
major river in the United States. Planned use of these facilities will forever 
remove the threat of flood conditions along, or created by, the Snake River. 
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Therefore, the high dam at Hells Canyon has no significance as a flood-control 
factor : 

Fourth: Since the proposed Federal dam at Hells Canyon has no substantial 
merit for either irrigation or flood control, its only possible justification is 
strictly from the standpoint of electrical power. The people for whom I speak 
feel that the Federal Government is already engaged in far too much industry 
and business that can, and should be, under private operation. We could, 
forego that objection if the Federal plan was economically sound and if private 
industry was either unable, or unwilling, to provide a comparable service and 
utilization of the available power ; neither of these conditions exist. 

The most conservative estimate of cost of the proposed Federal project is 
$433 million, based upon 1943 price levels, which are concededly far below present 
costs. This figure is an estimate only and the record of every Federal power or 
reclamation project of which we have knowledge demonstrates that preliminary 
estimates or authorization of funds fall far short of the cost of the completed 
project and the final costs may be expected to run to not less than twice the pre- 
liminary estimates. For this tremendous outlay of public funds there would 
result (under the most optimistic estimate of public power advocates) less than 
55,000 kilovolts more firm power, both at site and downstream, than would 
result from construction of the three dams proposed by Idaho Power, for the 
construction of which that company has a firm commitment (from Morrison- 
Knutsen Co.) of $133 million. In other words, the additional power, if any, 
from the Federal dam represents a minimum cost of $300 million, or some 
$5,309 per kilovolt, a cost that could not be justified under any condition. 

The entire Snake River valley is in critical need of additional electric power, 
now; not 5, or 10 or 30 years hence, but now. Federal power from Hells Can- 
yon could not be available under 8 years from date of congressional authoriza- 
tion, if such approval is ever given. Power from the proposed low dams in sub- 
stantial quantity, can be on the line in 20 months and the whole project com- 
pleted in 38 months. The loss to the public, resulting from nonavailability of 
power, and loss of public revenue through taxation, new industry, etc., over this 
time lag of “power on the line” represents a staggering sum. 

Finally: The protestants for whom I appear, feel that this hearing and 
the Hells Canyon legislation now introduced in Congress is a travesty on the 
American system of orderly and legal procedure. The Congress, as representa- 
tive of the people, and deriving all its authority from the American people, 
established a tribunal to determine the merits of the situation here involved. 
That tribunal, the Federal Power Commission, for the past 2 years has been 
engaged in a determination of the question of whether the Federal high dam 
at Hells Canyon, or three privately built dams, will result in the best use of 
Snake River and the greatest public good. 

sefore that tribunal have appeared literally hundreds of witnesses, testifying 
for or against the high dam, or for or against the low dams. Among those 
witnesses were the Nation’s outstanding engineers, construction men, power 
experts, irrigation and reclamation authorities, known the world over for their 
outstanding work. In addition, lay witnesses from governors to farmers, from 
financial magnates to the smallest businessman, have appeared to express their 
opinions. Every factual matter relating to each of the proposed projects within 
the power of the Government to produce, every fact and argument that could 
be offered by Idaho Power Co. and every fact and argument that could be pre- 
sented by the public power advocates, has been presented to the Commission and 
is now in the printed record. 

It is the duty, by law, of the Federal Power Commission to study this tre- 
mendous record of fact, reasoning and argument and to render its decision on 
the merits of the controversy. That is the orderly and legal procedure which 
has been set up by the Congress of which the Senators and Representatives in 
attendance here are a part. To assume that a congressional committee, in four 
short hearings where all technical information is excluded, can obtain any 
useful information not now in the record before the Commission, is an affront 
to American intelligence. The attempt, by these hearings, to bypass or override 
the authority and duty of the Federal Power Commission, which the Congress 
itself authorized, and while that Commission is engaged in an orderly deter- 
mination of the controversy, to introduce in Congress legislation to authorize 
construction of the high dam at Hells Canyon before the Commission can 
issue an opinion as to whether that is a sound, practical and worthwhile project, 
indicates an utter disregard of law and due process which is traditional in 
America. 
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For the reason herein cited, and the many other cogent ones that could be 
urged if time and the rules of this hearing would permit, construction by the 
National Government of the high dam at Hells Canyon is opposed. 

Respectfully submitted. 

EK. B. SNow. 


STATEMENT OF LocaL 2816, A. F. or L., EMMETT, IDAHO 


1. Local 2816, Lumber and Sawmill Workers, A. F. of L., Emmett, Idaho, con- 
sisting of over 400 members, goes on record favoring the high dam for the follow- 
ing reasons: 

(a) The power revenues would finance the Mountain Home and other reclama- 
tion projects and is a step forward toward the irrigation of 5 million acres of 
arid land and the elimination of destructive floods. 

(b) Low-cost power would bring much needed new industries to the State 
increasing Idaho’s per capita income which is below the national average. Low 
cost power is needed to develop phosphate fields, mining, aluminum enter- 
prises, ete. 

(c) Opens a vast new recreation area to attract tourists and provide naviga- 
tion benefits. 

E. L. MAXFIELD, President, 
PETE UBERUAGA, Secretary. 


STATEMENT, OPPOSING HELLS CANYON DAM, Or CARROLL Locry, IRONSIDE, OREG. 


Regarding the Hells Canyon project, I feel that this would be one of the most 
unnecessary projects that could be built in the Northwest. 

Our dire need for the benefit of the Snake River Basin is not a Federal-aided 
large dam but any money spent by the Government should be for small irrigation 
and flood-control dams up toward the source of the streams so that we may be 
able to build up the agriculture of this fertile basin. 

Let private enterprise take care of the electricity problem and so help us pay 


the taxes needed in the economy of this locality. 

Therefore, I urge that you give serious thought to the desires of we people 
who intend to reside in this locality and build it up beneficially for ourselves and 
the Nation as a whole. 

Yours very truly, 
CARROLL LOCEY. 


STATEMENT OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE LOYD CANAL Co., OF BLACKFOOT, 
IDAHO, SIGNED BY WAINE V. KINNEY, SECRETARY; FRED POINDEXTER; CLARK 
TURNER 


We, the board of directors of the Loyd Canal Co., Blackfoot, Bingham County, 
Idaho, go on record this date as being opposed to the construction of a Federal 
Hells Canyon Dam on the Snake River. 

WAINE V. KINNEY, 

Secretary. 
FRED POINDEXTER. 
CLARK TURNER. 


STATEMENT, OpPposINnNG HELLS CANYON DAM OF LUCERNE GRANGE 
No. 189, SIGNED By Evert H. WOLFE, MASTER 


Be it known that Lucerne Grange No. 189 goes on record that they are definite- 
ly opposed to United States Government building Hells Canyon Dam. 
Evert H. Wore, Master. 


C.LiFForD 8. MAIN, 414 FourrH, Nyssa, OREG. 


It seems incredible to me to believe that there have been those bills introduced 
in Congress to direct the Federal Government to build a high dam at Hells 
Canyon at this time. Surely our Congress has respect for the Federal Power 
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Commission who have held hearings over this area and have made a thorough 
study of this matter of whether it is most feasible for the Government to build 
a dam or to let private industry develop this site, and are in the process of 
rendering a decision on this matter. We believe there should be no action 
from committees on such a bill until this agency has rendered its decision, and 
we believe this agency should be pressed for its decision soon. It is obvious 
that this action by Hells Canyon sponsors is a political maneuver to forestall 
any decisions on this matter indefinitely. 

In all fairness to the Federal Power Commission and to private industry we 
must wait for this decision from the Federal Power Commission which agency 
has been established by law to handle such matters and whose decisions are 
based on sound engineering and technical facts. 

These present hearings, the balance of them scheduled for Pasco, Lewiston, 
and Portland, are for from the areas most affected by such a dam and do not 
give the upper Snake River Valley fair consideration. Therefore it is our sin- 
cere opinion that the Federal Power Commission is capable of giving a fair and 
unbiased opinion on this matter and that we sheuld consider their decision as to 
which is the most feasible way to develop this site and to the best interest of 
the people and the area affected. 


STATEMENT OF H. B. MARKHAM, POCATELLO, IDAHO 


The Hells Canyon high dam, subject of the hearing being held this 4th day 
of April 1955, before your committee merits consideration of the following points: 

The construction of the proposed high dam by the Federal Government will 
create nothing that cannot and would not be provided by private enterprise and 
private capital. 

The citizens of Idaho and the balance of the Nation would be asked to pay for 
an extremely expensive construction project from the tax coffers of our Govern- 
ment. 

Equal facilities can be provided by private capital creating a taxable unit that 
would become a source of revenue and income to the Government and not an 
expense as is being proposed by some. 


Another most important factor is that badly needed electrical energy would be 
developed and delivered to the consumer at a much earlier date than by the 
Federal Government. 

With the apparent development of atomic energy as a power source the high 
dam at Hells Canyon might well be obsolete before completion. 

It is my belief the above points have sufficient weight to merit your serious 
consideration. I urge that you do not recommend the construction of the Hells 


2 


Canyon high dam. 


STATEMENT OF SHIRLEY H. MANSER, MANSER INC., PAYETTE, IDAHO 


I am definitely against the Hells Canyon high dam construction for the fol- 
lowing reasons: 

I do not believe the Government should use the Nation’s tax money to compete 
against private industries. 

There are too many other needs whereby the Government money can be used 
for the Nation’s needs where private moneys are not available. 

It is my understanding that if the Idaho Power Co. builds the three low dams 
there will be approximately $10 million annual tax revenue returns for Federal, 
State, and local taxing units. On Government construction there will be no 
returns. Therefore, I heartily recommend the construction of the three low-head 
dams by the Idaho Power Co. 


STATEMENT OF THE MARTIN CANAL Co., IDAHO FALLS, SIGNED BY 
RvuDOLPH PANCHERI AND DIcK JOHN, DIRECTORS 


The Martin Canal Co. is opposed to the construction of the high Hells Canyon 
Dam because we, the water users of the upper Snake River Valley would feel that 
our water rights may be subject to Government control for the use of power 
purposes. 

RUDOLPH PANCHERI. 
Dick JOHN. 
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STATEMENT OF T. L. MAsInGixy, ELECTRICAL CONTRACTOR AND APPLIANCE DEALER, 
PAYETTE, IDAHO 


My name is T. L. Masingill. I am an electrical contractor and appliance 
dealer, owner of the Gem Electric Co., of Payette. My business depends on the 
availability of plenty of electricity, and I am tired of the political delays holding 
up further development on the Snake River. This issue concerning construction 
of hydroelectric plants in Hells Canyon has been pending for more than 7 years 
Now, when it appears a decision will be forthcoming from the Federal Power 
Commission, political planners favoring Government ownership of electric gener- 
ating facilities, step in once again to agitate for a tax-financed dam at Hells 
Canyon. The purpose seems obvious: to throw more and more roadblocks in 
the path of private enterprise. 

In these planned delays, the proponents of Government power give little con 
sideration to the power consumers of the Snake River Valley. We need the dams 
and powerplants planned by Idaho Power for the Hells Canyon stretch of the 
river. Electric use here is nearly 4 times what it was in 1946 and there is every 
indication that electric use within 10 years will be 3 times what it is today. 
The interests of the people of this area and their need for power now must be 
considered ahead of Federal power philosophies, and the desire of a highly vocal 
minority group to advance the cause of socialism. 

Let’s bear in mind, proposals for a Government-financed dam in Hells Canyon 
have already been turned down by Congress. A comparison of the two plans 
that of a grandiose Federal dam and that of the Idaho Power Co. for three 
dams—have been studied over a long period by the Federal Power Commission. 
I urge that we accept the decision of the Federal Power Commission when it is 
given and proceed as soon as possible with the construction of additional hydro- 
electric power. We need more power here; we need it now, and private enter 
prise can provide it sooner without expense to taxpayers. 


STATEMENT OF H. H. MATTHEWS, OF MERIDIAN, IDAHO 


I am in opposition to the Federal Government building a high dam at the 


Hells Cenyon site. 
H. H. MATTHEWS. 


STATEMENT OF Mrs. WittIAM McCarrnuy, 945 East SHERMAN, 
POCATELLO, IDAHO 


As a property owner and native of Idaho, I would like to voice my opinion of 
the Hells Canyon Dam in Idaho, 

After reading arguments on it both pro and con, it seems to me that those 
who are fighting for the high dam are dvuing so as a means of gaining personal 
recognition politically, or merely for the sake of winning a battle. 

Personally, the power already enjoyed by cooperatives, unions, and federally 
controlled projects frightens me. Although we are far from the upper-income 
bracket, I do not feel that big business and private enterprise are out to reduce 
us to slavery. On the contrary, I firmly believe that developments by private 
concerns will keep democracy alive in our State and throughout the United 
States. 


STATEMENT OF ARLISS McCurry, Bolse, IDAHO 


My name is Arliss MeCurry ; my address is 2816 North Cole Road, Boise, Idaho 

I am a farmer and have operated as such in Ada County, Idaho, for many years 

3efore I engaged exclusively in farming I worked in the newspaper business 
with the old Capitol News of Boise, Idaho, and after that with the Idaho 
Statesman. 

I believe that there are certain functions that can be better done collectively 
by governments, National, State, and even strictly local than they can be by 
individuals or groups of individuals, such as corporations. 
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Notably among those things is the development of great natural resources. 

Private individuals or groups of individuals will not, and cannot be expected 
to develop such resources in the interest of the public at large. They must of 
necessity be interested primarily in profit for themselves or their stockholders. 

Governments are, or should be interested in developing natural resources in the 
interest of all of the people. 

The great Snake River is a resource capable of being developed so as to give 
life and vitality to thousands of acres of now practically nonproductive land, 
and in doing so homes and a livelihood for thousands of people will be provided. 

That river drains a vast territory of surface water. Great amounts of rain 
and snow often causes the river to rise in flood proportions and to do great damage 
to farms and cities on its lower reaches, and all along its length for that matter. 
The control of those floods is a general public function which no private person 
or group of persons can or will do, or should be expected to do. That it should 
be done by the public has always been recognized by our Government. The Con- 
gress has for years spent millions if not billions in constructing levees, dikes, and 
dams to protect valuable farmlands and cities from being inundated. It has also 
spent millions and millions to dredge harbors, build wharves, canals and other 
like works for the general good. There is no good reason why the Government 
of the United States should not take upon itself the burden of controlling the river 
and of protecting the people along its reaches and their property and cities from 
its ravages when in flood. 

I believe that now, and for all time to come the water of the Snake River should 
be available for the irrigation of lands all along its course inasmuch as it is 
practical to do so. 

Section 2 of the bill now before the Congress, calling for Federal authorization 
of Hells Canyon Dam on the Snake River does just that, and is as follows: “Sec- 
tion—The operation of the Hells Canyon Dam shall be only such as does not 
conflict with present and future rights to the use of water for irrigation or other 
beneficial consumptive uses, whether now or hereafter existing, valid under State 
law, of upstream waters of the Snake River and its tributaries.” 

Selfish private interests have tried to make the question of whether or not to 
construct Hells Canyon Dam a political issue, which it certainly should not be. 

There has been so much high-powered propaganda promulgated by big moneyed 
interests directly, and indirectly by organizations under their sponsorship and 
control, that many of our farmers have been misled into believing that the con- 
struction of the Hells Canyon Dam will menace and jeopardize their old and long 
ago vested and constitutionally protected water rights. 

The fact is that the real menace to the water rights, insofar as irrigation is 
concerned, especially the potential water rights, that is to say the right to use 
the water of the river for the irrigation of lands in the future that are not now 
being irrigated, of which lands there are many thousands of acres, arises from 
a source other than the proposed Hells Canyon Dam. 

If small power generating dams are licensed and permitted to be constructed 
in the river, and are actually constructed, and appropriate and use the water 
for that purpose those dams will acquire a vested right to have the water of the 
river not appropriated and put to a beneficial use prior to its use by the new 
dam, and will be in position to legally demand that the flow of the river come 
to the dam undiminished by the taking of the same by others upstream. 

When, and if that question arises, the people of the State of Idaho will learn 
to their sorrow what a real menace to the right to use the water of the Snake 
River really is. 

The Snake River rolls along year after year, 24 hours every day, much of that 
time in great flood, carrying to the sea thousands of acre-feet of water that is 
lost to the State of Idaho forever. 

The Hells Canyon Dam is only calculated to impound water that cannot be 
used, and is not used for any purpose on the reaches of the river upstream from 
the dam, and that is about to get away from Idaho and its people forever. 

To the doing of that, it seems to me no sane and fairminded person should 
object. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Artiss McCurry. 
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STATEMENT OF VARD W. MraApows, REPRESENTING THE AMERICAN FALLS, IDAHO 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 


My name is Vard W. Meadows and I appear at this hearing on behalf of the 
American Falls Chamber of Commerce. 

American Falls is located in Power County in southeastern Idaho, and our 
county’s economy is based largely upon farming and ranching. Many of our 
farms are absolutely dependent upon irrigation water, either pumping or gravity, 
to provide the necessary means for making our farms productive. Many of the 
members of our chamber are engaged in farming or allied work, and all of us, 
since we are in business in an area primarily dependent upon farming for its 
revenue, are intensely interested in the welfare of our farms and rural area 

Our members and the people of our area are opposed to the bills that have 
recently been introduced in Congress seeking to authorize construction of a 
Federal dam at Hells Canyon and our opposition is based upon several reasons. 

First: We opposed the bills introduced in prior sessions of Congress because 
of a real and active fear that the passage of such bills would place in jeopardy 
the water rights to which our area is absolutely dependent upon in order to pro 
duce a livelihood. We do not feel that the danger is alleviated or removed by 
the present bills, and we therefore oppose them as we did the former. Our peo 
ple know that their water rights are protected under the law of the State of 
Idaho but they do not believe that if their water rights become subject to the 
control of Congress they will then be adequately protected. 

Second: Our members are further opposed to the present bills since they repre- 
sent an attempt to place before the Congress an issue and an ideology that was 
presented on several previous occasions and rejected by a bipartisan vote by 
the House Committee on Interior and Insular affairs. 

Third: The Idaho Power Co. has pending applications before the Federal 
Power Commission to develop the Hells Canyon stretch of the river, and our 
members believe that the Federal Power Commission should be allowed to make 
a determination with respect to these applications and the proper method of 
ceveloping the river. 

Fourth: We believe that where, as in this instance, there is a private com- 
pany ready, willing and able to proceed with a plan that will develop the river 
that they should be allowed to proceed and that the Federal Government should 
not attempt to usurp this development at a cost of approximately one-half billion 
dollars to the taxpayers. Accordingly, our chamber of commerce has passed the 
following resolution and they asked that I present it at this hearing for the 
record to clearly indicate the opposition that we in the American Falls Chamber 
of Commerce have to the Hells Canyon bills: 

Whereas certain bills were introduced in the Congress of the United States 
on March 8, 1955, seeking to authorize construction of a Federal dam at the 
Hells Canyon site on the Snake River; and 

Whereas the passage of any one of these bills would place in jeopardy the 
water rights of the farmers and irrigators of -he Snake River, which waier rights 
are Vital to the economy and welfare of southern Idaho; and 

Whereas the Idaho Power Co. has pending before the Federal Power Commis- 
sion applications to develop this same portion of the Snake River, which devel 
opment would be subject to State water laws; and 

Whereas it is in the best interest of the Nation to allow private enterprise to 
develop those areas in which private enterprise has indicated a desire and readi- 
ness to proceed with a comprehensive plan of development; and 

Whereas in these days of high national expense for defense and other causes 
the moneys of the Federal Government should not be used in a place and for a 
development which can be financed by private capital: Now, therefore, be it 
hereby 

Resolved, That the Chamber of Commerce of American Falls, Idaho, is op- 
posed to the passage by Congress of any bills authorizing the construction of a 
Federal dam at Hells Canyon. 


STATEMENT OF VARD W. MEADOWS REPRESENTING THE F'ALLS IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
OF AMERICAN FALLS, IDAHO 


We desire to present this statement and go on record as opposing the construe- 
tion of a high dam at Hells Canyon on the Snake River between the Idaho and 
Oregon State borders, for the following reasons: 
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The waters of the Snake River originate in Idaho and western Wyoming and 
we contend that they belong to the people of western Wyoming and the State of 
Idaho for their beneficial use and the prime use thereof is irrigation and our 
arid lands and domestic uses. The irrigation rights of the people of Idaho are 
protected by the State of Idaho and not solely by the United States of America. 
Our entire economy of the Snake River Valley is dependent on a good water right 
and without that right protected and guaranteed this entire basin would become 
u desert from which it is now being reclaimed. 

There are approXimately 1 million more acres of arid land that can be re- 
claimed in southern Idaho with the use of water from the Snake River, and it 
must be stored in dams and reservoirs upstream near the headwaters as pos- 
sible, so it can be released downstream at the proper time and season when it 
will do the most good. A huge Federal power dam on the lower Snake River 
would entirely destroy the future development of Idaho’s 1 million additional 
agricultural acreage. In short-water years there would not be enough water 
to irregate the agricultural lands of Idaho and still supply enough water for 
firm power at Hells Canyon Dam. We suggest that power dams be constructed 
farther downstream so as to control the waters of the Salmon and Clearwater 
Rivers where there is no irrigated land dependent on the waters of these two 
rivers, and this would give the needed flood control that is requested on the lower 
Columbia River. The Snake River is now and will be further, the best con- 
trolled river in America with the completion of Palisades Dam now under con- 
struction on the upper Snake River water shed. The waters of this river will 
then be completely controlled above the mouth of the Salmon River where it 
empties into the Snake River. 

We believe in private enterprise that has made America the great Nation that 
it is today and therefore recommend that private capital be used, and they are 
willing to invest money at this time, in the production of power on the Snake 
River without taking water and irrigation rights from the people of Idaho. Pri- 
vate enterprise pays taxes into our tax structure while Federal dams are sub- 
sidized by tax money and pay nothing into the local, State, and National eco- 
nomy. Private enterprise helps educate our children, build our roads, hospitals, 
towns and cities and pays the cost of goverment at all levels of our economy. 
We believe that those who advocate a Federal dam at Hells Canyon for power 
purposes should be honest and state that there is no such thing as cheap public 
power. Public powerplants pay no taxes and all losses are subsidized by the 
Public Treasury which is fed by taxes from the people of the Nation and pri- 
vate enterprise. Private enterprise can build powerplants that will produce the 
same amount of power at the Hells Canyon Dam that the Government plant will 
produce at one-third the construction cost with private capital, and not use public 
tax money to the amount of half a billion dollars. 

Some advocates of a high Government dam at Hells Canyon suggest that the 
people of the affected area of the Columbia Basin could vote on the proper use 
of the water of the Snake River but we cannot agree to this because the popula- 
tion is on the Pacific Coast States of Oregon and Washington and we would be 
outvoted at every election, and besides those people have everything to gain and 
we have everything to lose including our water rights and our irrigated land 
and economy of southern Idaho. The people of Oregon and Washington and 
northern Idaho want power and flood control, therefore, let them go downstream 
to gain these benefits and leave the waters of Snake River above the mouth of 
the Salmon River to the people of the irrigated lands of southern Idaho and 
eastern Oregon, that our economy, our homes, our businesses, our farms, and 
our people be unmolested. 

Varp W. MEADows, 
Secretary-Treasurer. 
VERN EAMES, 
President of Board of Directors. 


STATEMENT OF QO. K. MESERVY, SECRETARY-MANAGER, FARMERS FRIEND CANAL 
AND IRRIGATION Co., ST. ANTHONY, IDAHO 


Opposition to the proposed construction of a’ federally financed dam at Hells 
Canyon on Snake River has been expressed many times but the Farmers Friend 
Canal & Irrigation Co., St. Anthony, irrigating approximately 3,000 acres in 
Fremont County wishes to again voice a protest against such proposed legisla- 
tion as is included in S. 1333 and similar legislation. 
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Although there are many reasons for this opposition we are willing to rest 
our protest at this time on the fact that the best legal authority available to us 
has convinced us that we will put a serious cloud upon our water rights if we 
ever permit the passage of such legislation by Congress because that body cannot 
protect itself against the rights of the National Government to interfere with 
the State’s rights and no single session of Congress can guarantee what its suc- 
cessors will do. 

O. K. Meservy, Secretary-Manager. 


STATEMENT OF A, G. MILLER, D. D. S., St. ANTHONY, IDAHO 


This letter is to urge your careful consideration of the water rights of the peopl 
of Idaho and our own development and future prosperity of our State, instead of 
giving it to the advantage of some neighboring States at our future disadvantage. 

Water today is our dearest posssession and we in Idaho want to protect our 
future. 


STATEMENT OF C, E. MILLER, ROBINETTE, OREG. 


I am vitally interested in the orderly development of the electrical power 
potential of the upper Snake River Canyon on a sound economical basis. 

Assuming that the need for electrical energy is great, as currently stated, for 
the continued growth of the Northwest and intermountain areas. I favor carry- 
ing out the program of awaiting the decision of the Federal Power Commission 
based on the extended hearings lately completed for the following reasons: 

1. The development of the upper portion of the Snake River Canyon under the 
utilities plan would develop the full economics of this section of the river. 

2. The three-dam program has been proven feasible and at a favorable cost 
ratio. 

3. The development of the river by a taxpaying utility would be an assistance 
to our national and State economics instead of an added burden at all levels for 
years to come. 

4. The Idaho Power Co. and their associates have proven ability to efficiently 
finance and construct the installations and place or bring them into production 
years ahead of the more costly Federal dam at the Hells Canyon site. 

Further, I am opposed to the introduction of any legislation in the Congress of 
the United States relative to the Hells Canyon Dam until a decision on the issue 
has been handed down by the Federal Power Commission. 

I have lived in the Snake River Canyon area under consideration and oper- 
ated a business furnishing supplies and services to the general public for the 
past 37 years. 


STATEMENT OF MRS, FRANK MORGAN, NYSSA, OREG. 


Under a system of private enterprise and individual initiative, our country has 
grown great and prosperous. Therefore, I feel that when a reputable company 
is willing and anxious to build the proposed dams—the Government’s role should 


largely one of supervision. 


STATEMENT OF MOUNTAIN HoME RECLAMATION COMMITTEE OF MOUNTAIN HOME, 
IDAHO, SIGNED BY J. B. FIFER, CHAIRMAN 


The Mountain Home Reclamation Committee is composed of farmers, irri- 
gators, landowners, and businessmen living in Mountain Home and the sur- 
rounding area. Its sole objective is to bring about the creation of additional 
reclamation on the desert adjacent to Mountain Home. The committee is non- 
political in nature and is willing and anxious to work with other groups and 
organizations and with Members of Congress to the eventual end that our 
reclamation goal will be accomplished. 

We people in the Mountain Home area have worked for years to bring about 
reclamation on our desert. We have appeared before congressional committees 
on numerous occasions. There have been numerous proposals developed for 
such reclamation development, and likewise several bills introduced in Con- 
gress seeking authorization of these proposals. We have spent a good deal of 
our own money in our desire, as constructive citizens, to further each of these 
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Mountain Home proposals, all to no avail. Congress has not seen fit to authorize 
any proposal placed before it, and we have always come up squarely against the 
problem of economic feasibility. Until now each proposal that has been sub- 
mitted to Congress has required an excessive cost of development per acre and 
consequently an inordinately high Federal subsidy. 

For example, the so-called original Mountain Home project outlined in House 
Document 473 and mentioned as a part of several previous Hells Canyon bills 
has repeatedly failed of congressional interest and approval. This project re- 
quires an investment, based on 1948 cost estimates, of $253 millions or an in- 
vestment in excess of $1,000 per acre. Based on 1955 cost levels this project 
would prove considerably more expensive, with the cost-per-acre basis probably 
about $1,400. 

Based on 1948 cost estimates the stumbling block of the original Mountain 
Home project was not only its excessive cost per acre but also the fact that 
after deduction of a reasonable amount for repayment by the irrigators and 
after deduction of the amount available for repayment from power revenues 
there still remained nearly $100 million required as a Federal subsidy in order 
to develop this project. No legitimate source for the subsidy has been developed. 

The theory that power revenues from a Federal Hells Canyon project could 
be diverted to pay this subsidy is without substance because the Bureau of 
Reclamation payoff schedules for Hells Canyon show that the entire proceeds 
of the first 53 years’ operation of that project are required to pay its own 
original cost. For that period of time there would be no revenues available 
to subsidize the Mountain Home project or, for that matter, any other project. 

If development of the Mountain Home desert is to depend upon the construc- 
tion and operation of the Federal Hells Canyon project we must reconcile our- 
selves to the inescapable fact that Mountain Home desert development will not 
occur in our lifetime and probably not in the lifetime of our children. The ulti- 
mate investment in Hells Canyon will require more than $1 billion before its 
claimed at-site and downstream benefits could be achieved. Moreover, if $250 
million in additional funds for the original Mountain Home project were to be- 
come available the planned construction schedules require at least 30 years before 
water is available. 

Therefore, from a practical viewpoint, if the original Mountain Home project 
is to be constructed dependent upon the Hells Canyon project we must await 
the expenditure by Congress of over $1,250,000,000 of Federal funds and a con- 
gressional willingness to subsidize the reclamation project costing $1,400 per 
acre. Based on long years of experience we are not naive enough to believe 
that Congress will reverse itself and make these appropriations in the foresee- 
able future. 

In 1952 a proposal was finally advanced for reclamation of the Mountain Home 
desert without the requirement of excessive Federal investment or subsidy. This 
proposal, commonly referred to as the Sloan plan, has had the undivided atten- 
tion of our committee since that time. The proposal is at present being invexti- 
gated by the Bureau of Reclamation and a favorable feasibility is hoped for at 
an early date. 

The Sloan plan contemplates the irrigation of a total of 108,800 acres in the 
so-called Long Tom and Hillcrest units of the Mountain Home division. The 
Long Tom unit is an area contiguous to Mountain Home and comprises 103,800 
acres. The water supply for this unit will be diverted from the South Fork of 
the Boise River about 5 miles below Anderson Ranch Dam and diverted through 
a tunnel and powerplant to the irrigation distribution system. The Hillcrest 
unit of 5,000 acres, near Boise, will be served by pumping of water from the 
Boise River. 

The water for the entire project can be made available from unused water re- 
sources of the Boise River, ground water pumped from the irrigated Boise 
Valley, and supplemental water lifted from the Snake River as required. Ground 
water pumped in the irrigated Boise Yalley will provide a large and essential 
drainage benefit because over a period of years the application of water to the 
irrigated lands in excess of that required has gradually increased the ground 
water level to the point where the productivity of the land in many areas is 
dropping sharply. Pumping this surplus ground water and reusing it for irri- 
gation will release present supplies for the irrigation of new land. Thus, by 
this substitution of drainage water for Boise River water, additional land can 
be irrigated. The new land can assist in the cost of drainage of the Boise Valley. 

The total cost of this irrigation project for all facilities in connection with the 
drainage in Boise Valley, irrigation of the Mountain Home project and the asso- 
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ciated powerplants, including an allocation of the cost of Lucky Peak Reservoir, 
is estimated to be about $75 million. Annual water charges to the irrigators and 
revenue from the sale of power over and above that required for interest and 
repayment of the cost allocated to commercial power will pay out the project 
in less than 55 years. This is the most sound and self-supporting reclamation 
project proposed anywhere in recent years. 

We have completed necessary preliminary steps toward formation of an irriga- 
tion district and possess written approval from more than the necessary majority 
of farmers to form that district. Assuming a favorable feasibility report is made 
we urge project construction at the earliest possible date to allow this generation 
to have immediate benefit from the development of the desert. Project construc 
tion will likewise provide immediate and continuing tax revenues and benefits to 
the Nation. 

A most important feature of the Sloan plan is the fact it does not require any 
diversion of waters from the Payette River watershed. We do not seek the 
diversion of water properly belonging to and required by those living adjacent 
to the Payette River. Consequently, our plan does not develop any opposition 
from Payette River watershed residents, an obstacle which in itself may be 
insurmountable to those advocating the original Mountain Home project. 

There is nothing within S. 1333 and the other Hells Canyon bills which in any 
way assures present or future development of the original Mountain Home 
project. There is nothing to guarantee that more development will occur in 
the next 50 years than has occurred in the past 50 years. We believe the Hells 
Canyon legislation must be recognized for what it is, legislation seeking public- 
power development, and that it contains no benefits, assurances, or aids for 
reclamation. 

We urge favorable consideration of the Sloan plan, free from any Hells Can- 
yon connection. The Sloan plan provides the following advantages : 

An economic reclamation program, self-supporting. 

An economic solution to the Boise Valley drainage problem. 

Use of Boise River drainage water instead of transfer of Payette River water 
to the Boise Valley. 

A construction time of less than 10 years as compared to about 30 years on the 
original plan. 

The entire cost would be repaid in about 50 to 55 years. 

There would be no duplication of faciilties that would prevent additional 
development of the remaining suitable land when more water can be made avail- 
able from other sources. 

We urge the rejection of of the Federal Hells Canyon project. 


J. B. Firer, Chairman, 


STATEMENT OF MOUNTAIN Rock GRANGE No. 370, SIGNED BY 
WILLIAM W. NoBLE, MASTER 


We, the members of the Mountain Rock Grange have discussed the desirability 
of Hells Canyon Dam at length a number of times, and have gone on record as 
opposing this high dam each time, for these reasons : 

l. We believe in free enterprise. The members of our grange have established 
their homes on this principle. We hope to continue under it, and we are opposed 
to Government control. 

2. The Federal Government makes us no guaranty to protect our water rights 

3. Should Hells Canyon Dam be built there would be a great loss of revenue 
to the State of Idaho. 

4. The cost of a high dam as proposed by the Federal Government would be 
greatly in excess of the cost of the dams planned by private enterprise. The 
cost of this high dam would be borne by the taxpayers. The expenditure of 
Government capital, where private capital is available is contrary to the Govy- 
ernment’s expressed intention of lowering taxes and balancing the budget. 

For these reasons we vigorously oppose Hells Canyon Dam. 


STATEMENT OF STATE SENATOR LEO D. Murpock, BINGHAM CouUNTy, IDAHO 


As a member of the Idaho Legislature from Bingham County, I represent an 
area which is the third largest potato producing county in the United States 
and comprised of 258,000 irrigated acres of which 46,000 acres are under electric- 
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motor-driven pumps, lifting water from a vast underground reservoir. Accord- 
ing to surveys, an additional 100,000 acres will come into production in the near 
future. In southern Idaho, irrigation water is our lifeblood. 

To the people of Idaho and Bingham County the issues of the Hells Canyon 
development are much greater than the question of whether taxpaying private 
enterprise or a nontaxpaying Federal agency shall develop the hydroelectric 
power potential of that section of Snake River. Really at stake is the determi- 
nation of whether Idaho’s greatst natural resources, water and hydroelectric 
power, shall remain under control and regulation of the people of Idaho or shall 
be taken from them and control placed in the hands of a Federal agency. 

The Snake River Valley has never had a power shortage. Agriculture, busi- 
ness and industry have experienced an orderly growth with the advantages of 
plentiful supplies of low-cost power furnished by our own privately owned Idaho 
Power Co. A continuation of this economic development in Idaho depends upon 
idaho’s safeguarding its own power sites for its own use. 

The Idaho Power Co. has had an application before the Federal Power Com- 
mission for several years for a license to develop the Hells Canyon stretch of 
the Snake River and last year this body explored and completely exhausted all 
the technical phases of the issue, and this body is expected to render their de- 
cision shortly. 

For this reason I deem these hearings an unnecessary expense and time-con- 
suming process. I urge our congressional delegation to discourage any action by 
Congress on the recently introduced bills authorizing Federal development of the 
Hells Canyon stretch of Snake River. 


STATEMENT OF JACK M. MurPHyY AND FRED A. SCHWARTZ, SHOSHONE, IDAHO 


1. It is our understanding that a proper function of government does not 
include engaging in any field involving a proprietary capacity except and only 
when private enterprise does not and will not enter that field. 

2. There is no legal language strong enough to properly protect upstream users 


of the waters of the Snake River. What is to prevent, once a Federal dam is 


in place and jurisdiction assumed by the Federal Government, of an amendment 
repeal by the following Congress? Who can assure our water users in 
the State of Idaho that this will or will not be done? 
It is our understanding, and apparently the testimony received at the Hells 
Canyon hearing would indicate, that our private utility company has a proposal 
equal, if not better than, the Federal proposal. 

1. Idaho presently is a have-not State with large amounts of arid and waste- 


or a 


2 
©. 


land within its borders. One thing we do have, to some extent, is waterpower. 
From these limited natural resources we must obtain the necessary money for 
running our State. Why should the people of Idaho approve of a tax-free 
project of the Federal Government when we have an organization governed and 
regulated by our own State utilities commission who we can adjust and tax in 
accordance with the dictates of our legal legislature? In other words, why 
must we give away resources to the Federal Government when this State, in view 
of its financial condition, needs every tax dollar it can get? 

5. Last, but not least, the vast expenditure of money by the Federal Govern- 
ment who is already operating on a deficit balance, which relates back to item 
1 Che job will be done as well, if not better, by a private organization without 
cost to the Federal Government. Rather than spend tax money, we should do 
the same job and receive tax money. 


STATEMENT OF MuURTAUGH GRANGE No. 256, SIGNED By Eart A. YOUNG, MASTER 


Murtaugh Grange No. 256 goes on record opposing a Federal high dam in 


Hells Canyon. 
Eart A. Youne, Master. 


Harotp MENSER, Secretary. 


STATEMENT OF THE NAMPA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, NAMPA, IDAHO 


At the regular meeting of the board of directors of the Nampa Chamber of 
Commerce on April 1, the board directed me to make the following statement for 
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the record in the Hells Canyon high dam hearings to be held in Boise on April 
1, 1955. 

1. In the nature of things, a chamber of commerce is an association to promote 
the welfare of its community and free enterprise in the area of the community 
that the chamber of commerce serves. The spending of Government money for 
any project that private industry is willing to undertake, and thus using tax 
dollars to make competition for private industry ; and by the same token curtail- 
ing tax revenues due to the Government's tax-free status, is against the basic 
principles of our organization. 

2. Water power being one of Idaho’s natural resources, the benefits from its 
use must forever be considered a property right of the citizens of Idaho. A pri 
vate industry developing power on the Snake River can be held in check by the 
laws of the State of Idaho. Opposed to this, the bureaucrats of the United States 
Government being able, should they so desire, to constitutionally take over the 
control of the water on the Snake River without regard to the rights of indi 
viduals or of the State of Idaho as a whole. 

3. All of the power generated by any dam in or near the Hells Canyon site 
should be reserved for Idaho, and the immediate area producing the water and 
adjacent to the dam site, as this is a natural resource of this area. Commitment 
of power, or any other resource, to a heavily populated area results in its never 
being returned to the people who are unable to muster enough votes to offset the 
heavily populated areas. 

For the above and various other reasons, which will no doubt be enumerated 
by other groups, the board of directors of the Nampa Chamber of Commerce 
feels it is in the best interests of its community and the Boise valley to ask Con 
gress to deny any department of the Federal Government the right to build a 
single high dam in the Hells Canyon of the Snake River at the people’s expense. 

Respectfully, 
A. P. HANSEN, President 


STATEMENT OF Perry A. NELSON, OWNER, WESTERN REAL ESTATE CoO. OF 
POCATELLO, IDAHO 


I wish to express my opposition to the construction of the high dam at Hells 
Canyon by the Federal Government. It is my belief that except in instances 
where private industry cannot or will not supply the requirements of our econ 
omy, the Federal Government should keep entirely divorced from competing with 
private industry. To do otherwise strikes at the very heart of our free enterprise 
system. 

It appears to me that the efforts on behalf of Hells Canyon are primarily agi 
tated by persons and organizations who show a distinct preference to Federal 
control of other basic industry as well. 

The cost of Hells Canyon Dam has been estimated at over a half billion dol'ars. 
This money comes from the people. The dams contemplated by private industry 
cost the taxpayers nothing but instead will return to this State millions of 
dollars in tax revenue. 

Certainly we need more power in Idaho and we need it now. The Idaho Power 
Co. has served this area well. They stand ready to construct these low-head 
dams to supply our expanding industries. I have heen given to understand that 
they would probably be under construction on some of these sites at this very 
moment if it were not for the delaying tactics of the public power advocates. 

From the best information I can obtain, the high dam would flood out these 
upper river sites. It is my understanding that there are down-river locations 
which have considerable merit for dams of the Hells Canyon type. If power is 
required on the Pacific coast and private industry cannot supply it, why not use 
these downstream sites and for heaven's sake, don’t ruin our Gem State power 
locations just to satisfy a philosophy, which if carried to its ultimate conclusion, 
would result in the destruction of our system of government. 


STATEMENT OF RALPH R. NEWBERRY, JEROME, IDAHO 


I oppose the Hells Canyon high dam as I do not believe it to be for the best 
interests of the people of Idaho or the Northwest as a whole, and constitutes a 
threat to the very lifeblood of the people of the upper Snake River watershed. 


62506—55—-A——_9 
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STATEMENT OF NorTH Riacspy IRRIGATION CANAL CoO., SIGNED BY FRED W. ALLIED, 
PRESIDENT, AND J. M. LAKE, SECRETARY 


The directors and officers of the North Rigby Irrigation Canal Co. repre- 
senting 2,000 acres of rich farmland in Jefferson County, with decrees from 
Snake River and storage space in Palisades Reservoir with a monetary value into 
the thousands respectfully object and protest to the proposed Hells Canyon bill 
now before the Congress for the following reasons. 

1. It is our opinion that to promote an orderly development of Snake River, 
dams should first be built upstream as near the snowmelt level as possible. 

2. To obligate the vast sum of money required to construct Hells Canyon 
dam to that project, would hamstring other meritorious projects upstream that 
are now on the program for early development. 

3. The State of Idaho is only about half developed insofar as the irrigated 
possibilities are concerned and the future irrigation and water requirement 
therefor would be restricted and impaired by the present bill before Congress. 

4. We feel that the present and future water rights of the State of Idaho will 
be impaired and placed in danger and may be entirely lost, under the present 
Hells Canyon bill, and we feel that the protection of our present and future 
water rights are much more important to the State and Nation, than the building 
of any one dam. 

Yours truly, 
FRED W. ALLIED, 
President. 
J. M. LAKE, 
Secretary. 


STATEMENT OF Ep OAKES OF ONTARIO, OREG. 


Having lived in the Snake River Valley for some 42 years and being a land- 
owner with a considerable amount of property in range and irrigated land, I 
feel that this bill, as presented, is very inadequate for the protection of the 
farmers and irrigators of the Snake River Valley. 

The first paragraph of the bill as presented gives Congress or others “duly 
authorized by Congress in the exercise of its constitutional authority to provide 
for the general welfare, to regulate commerce among the States, and to make all 
needful rules and regulations respecting property belonging to the United States, 
and for the purposes, among others, of controlling and utilizing the Snake River 
and its tributaries for beneficial objects, including generation of hydroelectric 
power and energy for the national defense.” I feel that this section 2 infers 
the protection to the farmers and water users, but does not give this protection. 
My idea is that this gives them the right, if there is insufficient downstream 
flow, to require release of waters from above and thus curtail beneficial use of 
the water under applicable State and other laws in those upper areas. 

In a speech before Congress, Mr. Morse, Senator from Oregon, stated that 
in his opinion the power from Hells Canyon could be utilized for the manufacture 
of fertilizer and would lower the price of fertilizer from $14 to $12 a ton to 
the farmers. The electric furnace process of manufacturing fertilizer is a double 
process method having many drawbacks and if the power was furnished free 
to the manufacturer it would still be more expensive than the acid flotation 
method. 

I also feel that this Hells Canyon project is being used for a political football 
to the detriment of all the people in the United States, especially the ones in the 
Northwest. The sponsors of this bill are asking for power for defense purposes 
and especially stressing the point of defense, but at the same time they have de- 
layed the construction of the projects for some 6 or 7 years. I feel that before 
anything is done or any decisions made, adequate opportunity should be given 
to the people in the territory affected to express their opinions. I feel that a hear- 
ing is needed for a project of this kind. 

This country was founded on a basis of free enterprise, but over a period of 
many years business enterprise and the people have been regimented through per- 
mits, licenses and other obstacles too numerous to mention, until business is grad- 
ually being taken over by the Government. We appropriate billions of dollars to 
fight this type of government and at the same time we are gradually forcing it 
upon our own people. 
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STATEMENT OF THE NORTH SIDE PUMPING Co., BoIsE, IDAHO, 
SIGNED BY THOMAS O’BRIEN, PRESIDENT 


My name is Thomas O’Brien, of Eden, Idaho. I am a farmer and I own my 
farm and have lived upon it for the past 26 years. I am appearing here today as 
president of the North Side Pumping Co., a farmer owned and operated irrigation 
company consisting of some 147 farm units lying within the boundaries of Jerome 
County, Idaho. This project is part of an original Carey Act grant, privately 
built and privately owned since 1912. 

There are over 12,000 acres of land under this project, being served by irriga- 
tion water, pumped by electric motor-driven pumps, from the Snake River and 
tributary canals. The source of the electric power is from a private utility. 

Our water rights are good and secure and are being administered by the State 
of Idaho. 

At all stockholders’ meeting of North Side Pumping Co., when the question has 
come up and as of March 21, 1955, the board of directors and stockholders present 
have been and are opposed to the construction of a power dam at Hells Canyon 
by the Federal Government, for the following reasons : 

i. The water rights of all users of irrigation water on Snake River will be in 
jeopardy 

2. The construction of this dam will furnish no water for the expansion or ex- 
tension of irrigated projects in the State of Idaho. 

3. It will curtail the development of future irrigation projects in the State of 
Idaho. 

4. There is no assurance that North Side Pumping Co. will be able to receive 
any more preferential power rates than they now enjoy. 

5. Under present Federal law, it will take an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States to absolutely guarantee Snake River water rights for irri- 
gation, if Snake River should ever come under complete Federal control. 

6. Construction of Hells Canyon Dam would bring Federal control much closer 
to reality and would be just one more step toward foisting a Columbia Valley 
Authority upon the people of the Northwest States. 


THOMAS O'BRIEN, President. 


STATEMENT OF W. JosEPH O'CONNOR, BAKER, OREG. 


The construction of a high dam at Hells Canyon site in the Grand Canyon 
of the Snake River is a must if Baker County is to further develop and support 
its share of our ever-increasing population. 

While the present price of gold is the reason for many valuable mining prop- 
erties not operating; a lack of cheap power is another important factor. 

Besides gold, Baker County mines have in the past produced copper, zinc, lead, 
and silver in considerable quantities. Nonmetallic minerals, such as limestone, 
are found in large bodies and except for the Portland Cement Co. operation at 
Lime, Oreg., they have not been systematically developed. 

Cheap electricity is necessary for irrigation especially in Baker Valley. Pump- 
ing would lower the water table sufficiently to make much alkali land, now 
practically nonproducing, very productive. Cheap power for pumping would 
increase land values in the Baker Valley at least $500,000. 

The value of recreation cannot be measured in dollars and cents. The lake 
created by this dam would produce a recreation area for fishing and boating of 
great value. 

Some of the finest fruits in the world have been produced in the Snake River 
Canyon below Huntington, Oreg. 

By pumping water from the lake created by this dam, thousands of acres of 
valuable walnut, peach, cherry, apple, and apricot orchards could be developed. 
They would be hillside orchards and a little steep, but that is no problem as 
hillside farming has been practiced in the Philippine Islands and other parts of 
the world before the United States was even thought of. 

We place no faith in the promises and statements of the Idaho Power Co. 
for according to an old Indian saying, ““‘They speak with a forked tongue.” 

Yours truly, 
W. JosepH O'Connor. 
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STATEMENT OF WILLIAM OLIVER 


I am a registered Democrat and a property owner in the Pine Valley area 
which is located some 35 miles from the proposed Hells Canyon site. I am also 
a past Grange master, president of the Farm Bureau, have served on both ele- 
mentary and high school boards, at present am serving as supervisor in the soil 
conservation district, and am president of the 4-H Leaders Association. 

I have studied the arguments and past legislation of the sponsors of the high 
dam at Hells Canyon with much interest and concern. I have also examined the 
newly proposed Hells Canyon bill. I have examined the Idaho Power Co.’s plans, 
and have studied their testimony for three dams in the same area. 

I am submitting the following reasons why I am opposed to any legislative 
proposal to construct a high dam at Hells Canyon by the Federal Government. 

1. Idaho Power Co., a public utility, interested only in the production of elec- 
trical power, is better qualified to determine the economic potential of Snake 
River than any group of engineers working under political appointment. 

2. The Idaho Power Co. program will provide immediate and substantial con- 
tribution to Pacific Northwest power requirements. 

8. Idaho Power Co. is ready and willing to commence immediate construction 
on their 3-dam plan. 

4. Idaho Power Co.’s proposed three dams will substantially increase their tax 
payments. 

5. The construction of a Federal high dam at Hells Canyon can only increase 
the already very high public tax burden. 

6. Any legislation at this time will delay development of much needed electrical 
power in the Northwest. As of this date the interruptible power supply of the 
Northwest has been cut 75 percent due to winter peak demands and low stream 
flow. 

7. The Federal Power Commission should be allowed ample time to render a 
decision on the pending Idaho Power Co. applications before any new legislation 
is submitted to Congress. 

8. That the money needed to construct a Federal high dam would be more 
wisely spent in national defense, and our governmental brain power more wisely 
used in the interest of national defense, our foreign policy, and the eradication 
or protection of squirrels on the White House lawn. 


STATEMENT OF J. W. PATTERSON, CHAIRMAN, LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE, NAMPA 
TRADES AND LABOR COUNCIL 


NAMPA, IDAHO, April 2, 1955. 
Sam FRETWELL, 
P. O. Box 1732, Boise, Ihado. 

Representatives of over 1,500 labor union voters favoring the construction of 
Hells Canyon Dam voted you represent their views at the Boise hearing Monday, 
April 4. 

J. W. PATTERSON, 
Chairman, Legislative Committee, Nampa Trades and Labor Council. 


STATEMENT OF S. C. PERRY, OF MERIDIAN, IDAHO 


I own and operate on a share basis an eighty-acre farm and I am also manager 
of one of the larger milk processing plants in Idaho. 

From experience, all farmers know that all successful diversified farming is 
dependent upon irrigation water. If the irigation water is taken away from 
the farms in southern Idaho, there will again be a desolate desert. 

The resources of the Snake River Valley must be developed in such a manner 
that the irrigation water rights are not impaired. 

For flood control up stream dams should be developed. 

For power development this should be a project for private enterprises. Priv- 
ate enterprises pay taxes, furnish their own capital and operate and build more 
economically than does the government. 

It is my belief for sound economy that the government should not build the 
Hells Canyon Dam. 
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STATEMENT OF PLEASANT PLAINS GRANGE No. 168 SIGNED BY BURTON HARMON 
MASTER 


Pleasant Plains Grange No. 168 has consistently been on record opposing a 
Federal high Hells Canyon Dam. Lack of water for storage is the main reason 

As taxpayers we see an ever-increasing cost of expenses and decreasing income 
It is an unnecessary item on tax rolls which would prove to be a concrete monu 
ment of bungling. 

We would advise the Congressmen to take note of the high watermarks on the 
tributaries of the Snake; mainly the Salmon, Clearwater, and the Kootenai 
Rivers. 

Burton Harmon, Master 


STATEMENT OF POCATELLO CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, POCATELLO, IDAHO, SIGNED BY 
ALVIN H. READING, SECRETARY 


The Pocatello Chamber of Commerce renews its previous objections to Federal 
construction of a high dam in Hells Canyon under the rule of flood control and 
regulation of flow for downstream power production, as previously filed in 1951 
and 1954 in hearings similar to this, and your attention is called to these previous 
objections. 

Briefly, these covered the points that Government power is in direct competi 
tion to private industry ; the costs of the construction are veiled and confused with 
interjections of evaluations set for various types of nebulous benefits of doubtful 
actual value, and the eventual production of power, if ever, will be subsidized by 
numerous escape clauses covering the local areas of government which our citi 
zens are forced to provide from their own resources, first having paid heavily for 
Federal levies upon us. 

Under the best possible draft of any authorizing legislation, the peril of future 
encumbrances and entanglements to our present and future developments based 
on the use of water for irrigation remain a field of chance, for no Congress may 
obligate another, none may invade the field of constitutional rights and guaranties. 
nor guarantee future interpretations of its own acts by the judicial department 
of Government. 

The preexisting statement that this dam was an absolute for national defense 
has been toned down now to fit the present tenor of events, and we point out that 
similar pleas now regarding the immédiate necessity for peacetime operations and 
developments will likewise prove to be merely an argument pro tem for the further 
advance of socialization of industry under any possible argument. Our area has 
been adequately served by private industry in keeping with our needs, and our 
greatest objection to the power phase is that we shall need more power in our area 
before any possible production under Federal construction schedules. 

That such so-called sources of cheap power are necessary for development of 
economic units from our vast natural resources is best disputed in our own area 
by the visible and permanent industrial installations which have been made, 
serviced by private power, while the facilities for public power are still in only 
the argumentative stages. 

If such power were to be produced, the benefit to Idaho, if such it proved to be, 
might easily be taken from us by the more populous areas on the Pacifie coast 
under the theory of the greatest good for the greatest number, with little voice 
from us as to what constitutes the “good.” 

With more than 60 percent of the land area of our State, truly a vast expanse, 
under Federal ownership, we cannot endorse any plan to further reduce the tools 
of production at our hands required to meet the ever-continuing rising costs of 
Federal operations in our State, and in the Nation, and around the world. Mean 
time, we ourselves would have to provide local governmental services from the 
meager assets at hand without new additions for those purposes. 

The history of the development of irrigation in southern Idaho has a 60-year 
record of continual effort to improve and make secure the water rights now 
held on the older irrigated lands, and since we are immediately adjacent to, and 
interested in, the Michaud Flats development, we have no desire to see those 
who will convert this from desert to production endangered or jeopardized or in- 
terfered with in their future consumptive use of water for any downstream pur- 
pose. With private power, the guaranty that they will not be interfered with 
will lie with our own people, by our own processes within the State. With 
Federal development, the control, direction, and interest will all lie far removed 
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and remote from the protections which they must have, and which we could 
give them. 

The action which we urge of the Congress is first, not to build the high dam 
on the Snake River, and second to take early steps to end the seemingly end- 
less stream of argument impeding the efforts of those corporately organized 
among us, to do the job for ourselves at an early date. 


ALVIN H. Reapina, Secretary. 


STATEMENT OF POCATELLO SYSTEM FEDERATION No. 105, UNION Paciric RAILROAD, 
POCATELLO, IDAHO, SIGNED By A. V. JOHNSON, CHAIRMAN, LEGISLATIVE COM MITTEE 


As legislative representative of Pocatello System Federation Noe. 105 which 
comprises the 7 nonoperating brotherhoods of the Union Pacific Railroad here at 
Pocatello, which have a combined membership of over 2,500 employees, I have 
been instructed by these organizations to inform you that each and every one 
of these organizations have voted to voice their opinion as favoring the construc- 
tion of the Hells Canyon Dam by our Government. We believe the Government 
constructed dam will be best for the people of the Northwest, as it will impound 
more water for irrigation which will make the arid lands of this section pro- 
ductive farms, for our posterity. We also sense the value of this dam in aiding 
navigation on the Columbia. We also realize the extra power that it can develop. 

We believe a structure such as this should belong to the people and that they 
as a whole should own this great resource and that private individuals have no 
right to claim the resources that God has given to us as a Nation. Every citi- 
zen of this great land of ours is entitled to enjoy the heritage of our natural 
resources. We have no right to give away the wealth of our Nation to private 
individuals. 

We are anxious to express our opinion on this vital matter as citizens of the 
great State of Idaho. 

Respectfully, 
A. V. JOHNSON. 


STATEMENT Oppostnc HELLS CANYON DAM, OF Mary C. Porter, ONTARIO, OREG. 


Our Constitution is based on a “government of the people, by the people, and 
for the people.” Our Constitution provides the Federal Government with the right 
to construct dams for flood control, for navigation. and for irrigation. The pro- 
posed high dam for Hells Canyon falls into none of these categories. A demand 
for a dam or dams in Hells Canyon is strictly one to alleviate a power shortage, 
with a minimum demand for irrigation. In fact, the proposed high dam is in 
direct discord with our Constitution, when it is a salient fact that the Idaho 
Power Co., a private enterprise, has proposed three low dams that would more 
than adequately meet every demand and, at the same time, be a source of revenue 
for Idaho, Oregon, and the Federal Government, instead of a burden on every 
taxpayer in the United States. 

I demand that the Federal Power Commission follow the decision of its legal 
department: that the Idaho Power Co. construct its three proposed low dams 
in Hells Canyon. 

Yours very truly, 
Mary C. Porter. 


STATEMENT OF Mrs. Louts Pratt, Nyssa, OreEG. 


As the wife of a farmer who lives in the Snake River Valley, I believe the 
Federal Government should build the high dam in Hells Canyon in order to 
preserve our irrigation water rights. I have no assurance that the Idaho 
Power Co. can or will guarantee us such rights. 

Respectfully yours, 
Mrs. Louris PRATT. 
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STATEMENT OF P. 8S. Pripe, WALTER T. KERN, AND DoNALD D. DovuTuit, oF THE 
BoIse-PAYETTE LUMBER Co., OF KUNA, IDAHO 


We are opposed to the Government building a high dam at Hells Canyon 
P. S. Prive, Manager. 
WALTER T. KERN. 
DonaLp D. Dovuruir 


STATEMENT OF REPRESENTATIVE WILLIAM PYLE, GOODING, IDAHO 


AS a private citizen and a member of the Idaho Legislature for several years, 
I wish to register my unqualified opposition to the proposed building of the 
high dam at Hells Canyon by the Federal Government. 

seing an ardent believer in the principle of private enterprise, I believe the 
Government should never use the taxpayers’ money to engage in any enterprise 
that private capital is ready, willing, and able to do, unless it be undeniably 
in the interest of national security. 

Inasmuch as the fact findings of the Federal Power Commission engineer 
proved that the three-dam program offered by the Idaho Power Co. meets the 
test of comprehensive development and provides multipurpose facilities at low 
economic cost, I urge that the application of the private company be granted 
by the Federal Power Commission and that the applicant be allowed to proceed 
with the job to the end that power may be produced that is sorely needed. 

' believe that the Snake River is Idaho’s greatest asset and natural resource 
and that the future development of the State is tied in with its ability to develop 
it to the utmost by private enterprise to the end that increased valuation may 
be placed on the taxrolls for the support of governmental functions, including 
schools. This enormous assessed valuation will be lost to the State if this de- 
velopment is perniitted by the Federal Government. 

The uncertainty of protection of water rights, both present and future, if the 
high dam is constructed and controlled by the Federal Government is further 
reason to urge that this project or projects should be developed by private capi- 
tal, so that Idaho may retain full control of her most precious asset, the waters 
of the Snake River and its tributaries, as provided in the Idaho constitution. 
Federal control of this stream will surely mean the loss of control by the State 
of Idaho. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Wm. PYLE. 


STATEMENT OF THE REAL Estate & INSURANCE EXCHANGE, INC., POCATELLO, 
IDAHO, SIGNED BY GRANT STOWELL 


Our organization, being in the real estate and insurance business, wish to 
hereby enter protest with respect to the Federal Government constructing the 
proposed Hells Canyon Dam. 

Through information furnished at the hearings held during the past year, 
the power company has demonstrated and shown their ability to provide the 
necessary capital to construct three dams in lieu of one large one as proposed 
by the Federal Government. 

We see no necessity, whatever, for the Government to “enter this picture’ 
when the Power Company, being a local Idaho organization, can construct the 
dams on private capital and also return to the public a considerable amount 
of taxes that would otherwise not be realized. 

Very truly yours, 


GRANT STOWELL. 


STATEMENT OF Rep Lepage, INc., Minne, Borse, IpAnHo, Signep sy S. D. Tayxor, 
VICE PRESIDENT 


Will you kindly place this letter, in favor of the Federal high Hell’s Canyon 
Dam, with the proper congressional commission. 

Since 1935 I have been associated with Red Ledge, Inc., a mining company 
with properties and claims in the area of the proposed high dam in Adams 
County, Idaho. There are approximately 2,500 stockholders in our now inactive 
organization of which I am vice president and secretary. Under the present 
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available blueprints the high dam will not affect the mining of the ores which 
have been under consideration in the Deep Creek area, in fact, I feel that the 
high Federal dam could be instrumental in bringing such mineral properties into 
possible production. 

My years in the canyon have convinced that the high Hell’s Canyon Dam is 
the only logical and fair development of a great river system. I believe that 
the benefits from the production of cheap power, and the ultimate expansion 
of new irrigation projects, the advent of new industries and the rise of income 
and employment as a result, will bring a too long retarded expansion of Idaho. 

Most respectfully, 


S. D. Taytor, Vice President. 


STATEMENT OF Don Reep, National Hetts CANYON ASSOCIATION, BAKER 
County COMMERCIAL CLUB 


There are a great many people at this hearing today, who have come long 
distances at their own expense in an honest effort to clearly show the committee 
that they are interested in the best welfare of their county, city, region, and 
of the Nation. 

There is no question in anyone’s mind that the valuable resource of the water 
flowing in the Snake River through Hells Canyon can much longer be left unim- 
proved. We need more electricity, in large quantities, and this is the logical 
place to get some of it. 

The only question is, whether it will be developed by private power companies 
with small dams that produce a fraction of the power, the storage, benefits, 
the recreation facilities, the downstream firming of power in emergencies like 
the one we have at present, at a high cost so that there will be no chance for 
cheap power to run mines, smelters, pump irrigation water, and do all the other 
things that cheap power does so much better than any other means will do it; or 
whether we insist that the Federal Government do what the great Republican 
President Lincoln said was the Government’s duty “To do for the people what 
they cannot better do for themselves.” 

There is not the slightest hope that the Idaho Power Co. can, with its small 
dam program, produce power at a rate that will make it possible for electricity 
to be used competitively in the processing of minerals, the manufacture of 
fertilizer, or the pumping of water for irrigation. The difference in the interest 
factor alone, at once eliminates any chance in achieving a rate comparable to 
that now charged for power produced at Bonneville and McNary and Grand 
Coulee. What would it mean right now to jobs throughout the Pacific North- 
west if we had a lake 93 miles long to draw on for extra power with almost 
5 million acre-feet of storage that could be used to give McNary and Bonne- 
ville extra water in an emergency? The answer is so obvious that opposition 
to this storage feature of the high dam is silly. The millions of dollars Jost 
in wages and production of profitable materials in the past 2 years, as a result 
of the power shortages that would have been nonexistent or alleviated as the 
result of the building of Hells Canyon, would have made a fine start on this 
structure. The present curtailment this season would help some more. If we 
keep on fooling around we will have lost enough money in wages and produc- 
tion to have built the dam and we still won’t have it. These run-of-the-river 
dams that the Idaho Power Co. now is proposing will have a maximum of power 
only at a time when there is water everywhere else, then when the scarce water 
season came the water in the Snake would be scarce, too, and we would in effect 
be paying a high price for power: that could only be produced in maximum 
when we needed it least. We would be increasing the amount of dump power 
and ruining forever the chance to produce the potential of firm power that the 
high dam at Hells Canyon could and should produce. 

The Congress of the United States has in its power to decide whether the water- 
power resources of the Snake and the Columbia are wisely and completely 
developed or whether they are haggled up in small pieces that are of no bene- 
fit to anyone except the private power interests. The Congress has the responsi- 
bility of protecting the interests of this region and the whole United States by 
seeing that the water that God makes to fall in the mountains and belongs 
to everyone, is used to the full extent on its way to the sea and that the protec- 
tion of the people against monopoly of this valuable resource by private monopo- 
listic interests be given to them by the Congress of the United States, whose 
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job it is to see that the greatest benefit to the greatest number theory be invoke | 
in the building of this dam that can mean so much to the people of the whole 
Nation. 

The people that are here today, I am sure, feel that the right of the people 
of the Pacific Northwest to have their natural resources protected to the fullest 
and their right to have their resources developed on a full and comprehensive 
basis is much more important than to have these comprehensive plans sabotaged 
The obviously phony giveaway and partnership programs which have been so 
loudly extolled by the power interests but which are, in effect, clamping the 
fingers of monoply on the throat of adequate regional development to the detri 
ment of everyone, including the power companies themselves. 

Some of the saddest sophistry of the present day is that the private power 
companies are free enterprise and that if left to themselves they will produce 
adequate amounts of electricity at the price that will bring in new industry, 
irrigate our arid lands, and furnish electricity to the average householder at 
a price comparable with that power preduced by dams like Coulee, McNary, and 
Bonneville. 

The people that are here today certainly do not want the Republican Party to 
continue to pay their political debts without natural resources. The favorable 
contracts awarded on Bonneville Power, the new one on eastern Oregon trans 
mission lines, to the power companies in addition to the Dixon-Yates deal and 
the threatened sabotage of the TVA, all are of the same pattern. We here in 
Baker, who pay the highest rates in the Pacific Northwest for a city of com- 
parable size plainly see the handwriting on the wall and we strongly feel that 
if the Idaho Power Co. controls Hells Canyon, they will control the prosperity 
of the region and that the natural advantage of abundant waterpower which 
this region should have will be given to a private monopoly for its exclusive 
benefit and that in the future, if this natural resource be given away we will 
not be paying what the power is worth but will be doing as we now are, be 
paying what the traffic will bear. We feel that we should be paying for power 
on the basis of its abundance rather than on the basis of what a monoply can 
can extract by way of price. 

It is the firm belief of the people of this area that the Congress should not 
let the Department of the Interior or the Federal Power Commission usurp the 
right of the Congress to guard the interest of the people of the Northwest and 
the Nation. We further believe that the Congress should investigate the means 
by which the power monopolies have accomplished things that are at direct 
variance with best interests of evervone but the power companies. 

As was said before, these natural resources will be utilized. The only ques- 
tion is whether the people will pay for the high dam and eventually own it or 
whether we will pay a much higher price for a lesser development with no 
storage, irrigation, or other advantages and have the Idaho Power Co. own it. 
The question here today is, whether we develop this great natural resource on 
a truly free-enterprise basis or, whether the Congress of the United States by 
default of their duty to protect the area and the Nation, allows this resource 
which should belong to all the people to be made into a monopoly and a load 
on the backs of the people of this area forever. 


STATEMENT OF LESTER L. REINKE, Twin FALLs COUNTY FARM BUREAU, 
TWIN FALLs, IDAHO 


We, as members of the Twin Falls County Farm Bureau, wish to reaffirm our 
previous stand of being opposed to a high Federal dam at Hells Canyon. 

We represent a membership of 945 farmers in Twin Falls County. There is 
a total of 202,000 acres dependent on water from the Snake River, and we feel 
that our water rights would be jeopardized by this high dam. 

The amount lost in taxes from the small dams would amount to approximately 
$3 million per year to the State of Idaho. 

It is our belief that private enterprise should be allowed to develop the region 
keeping their tax dollars in circulation, and relieving our tax burden, also the 
tax burden of the rest of the Nation. 

The dam will not catch the dangerous floodwaters as the Salmon and Clear- 
water Rivers are both below the proposed sight. 
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At the hearing about 3 years ago before the Interior and Insular Affairs Com- 
mittee in the House, it was pointed out that there was not sufficient water to jus- 
tify the high dam without interfering with upstream water rights. 

We also feel that this water comes from Idaho and Wyoming and we should 
not jeopardize our water rights to go into other States. 


STATEMENT OF REXBURG CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, REXBURG, IDAHO 


The officers and directors of the Rexburg Chamber of Commerce wish to reaffirm 
their opposition to the proposed building of Hells Canyon Dam. In opposing this 
project they are not taking the part of any private power company, nor are they 
taking this stand in opposition to public power. They are primarily interested 
in the protection of the water rights of the upper Snake River Valley. The con- 
tinued use of the water for irrigation purposes is necessary to insure the present 
and future economy of our section of the State. Future expansion through the 
adding of additional farming areas and also industrial expansion cannot be 
expected in this area if downstream dams are constructed which may in the 
future cause the water of this area to be released for use at the downstream dam. 
It is for this reason that we oppose the proposed Hells Canyon project and we 
deplore the fact that the present hearings cannot be held in this area. 

Our specific reasons for opposition are listed as follows: 

1. Water for irrigation purposes is the lifeblood of the economy of eastern and 
southern Idaho. Every business establishment is dependent upon the prosperity 
of the farmers of south Idaho and they in turn must depend on storage water 
to irrigate their farms to produce the wealth that keeps the economic wheels 
turning. Anything that endangers their right to the waters of the great Snake 
River places us in jeopardy. Without an ample supply of irrigation water assured 
for now and all future needs our present investments are in danger of being lost 
and future prospect of expansion will be definitely stopped. The industrial devel- 
opment of our area should not be curtailed. 

2. Surveys now being made for the establishment of industrial manufacturing 
plants for this area which will use large amounts of water in their manufactur- 
ing processes. Building of these plants depends on an adequate supply of water 
for years to come. Anything that endangers the future supply of usable water 
will cause such plants to be built in other locations. 

3. Southern Idaho and especially the upper Snake River Valley in eastern 
Idaho was settled and developed by pioneers who recognized the potential in 
the water resources available. Even before they had cleared their land, they 
set about building small storage dams and digging irrigation ditches to bring 
water to their crops. As more storage water became available, more land was 
put under cultivation. This great farming area grew and prospered only in 
proportion to the available supply of water. We cannot keep faith with these 
hardy pioneers, whose sacrifices were so great, unless we keep inviolate the water 
rights and resources they worked so hard and sacrificed so much to leave as our 
heritage. To endanger our water rights in any degree would be selling our birth- 
right for a mess of pottage. 

4. We believe in the free-enterprise system. Our experience with private 
power companies has always been pleasant and beneficial to us as a community. 
We feel that in every development of power, private capital should be used if 
possible. In the development of power at Hells Canyon, the power needed can 
be developed by private capital and we feel this is the program to follow. 

ROLLAND LoveREN, President. 


STATEMENT OF R. P. REYNOLDS, REYNOLDS Moret, St. ANTHONY, IDAHO 


I am not in favor of the Hells Canyon Dam at this time. At this time we 
are in no position to use any of the power, and in case of a drought in this State 
the Government would bypass the reservoirs in this section in order to fill the 
Helis Canyon Dam. It is to Idaho’s benefit to vote against it at this time, I 
believe. 
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STATEMENT OF M. D. Ruiner, Licensep REAt Estate BROKER, CALDWELL, IDAHO 


I have been a resident of southern Idaho since 1920 and have admired the inter- 
est and effort the Idaho Power Co. has diligently put forth in the struggle for 
the economic and rural development of this area. 1 have every faith in their 
future integrity. 

Therefore, I feel any legislation for the Hells Canyon project would not be 
in the best interest of the people and the Federal Power Commission should have 
an opportunity to render a decision on the Idaho Power Co. three-dam develop- 
ment program. 


STATEMENT OF RocKY MOUNTAIN District COUNCIL OF CARPENTERS OF THE UNITED 
SROTHERHOOD OF CARPENTERS AND JOINERS OF AMERICA, SIGNED BY ViRGIL J. 
TULLIs, EXECUTIVE SECRETARY-TREASURER 


It was with a great deal of pleasure that I learned that your committee had 
solicited opinions in Idaho in regard to a high dam at Hells Canyon. 

I was present at the hearing held by the subcommittee on April 4 in Boise, 
Idaho, and wish to take this occasion to commend those members with the back- 
bone to support the high dam so stanchly in the face of reactionary forces, so 
evident on that occasion. 

First of all, I wish to assure you that I am a citizen of Idaho, have been since 
1913 and further that I am a taxpayer in this State, father of four children. Any 
personal opinions expressed are influenced by the above factors. 

Professionally, I work for a carpenters’ district council as executive secretary- 
treasurer and this letter is drafted at the behest of 2,000 people who work, live, 
and play in the great State of Idaho. This is the opinion of 2,000 people who 
help to pay the bill in Idaho. 

Chambers of commerce to the contrary, all people in Idaho do not oppose a 
Federal high dam at Hells Canyon. Those who oppose such a dam may be listed 
briefly as follows: (1) Private power companies, (2) private power company 
stooges, viz paid press, Idaho Farm Bureau Federation, reclamation associa- 
tions, chambers of commerce, certain duly elected representatives of the people, 
(3) people deprived of the truth. 

The people who favor a Federal high dam comprise the same group that has 
always supported social improvement as opposed to reactionaries: Organized 
labor, enlightened rural citizens, Farmers Union, liberal thinking businessmen, 
certain progressive student organizations in schools and colleges. In addition 
to the above-named citizens in favor of such a project are some liberal progres- 
sive chamber of commerce members and an occasional Farm Bureau member 
who has broken from the grasp of his oppressors. 

We wish to bring as forcibly as possible to your attention, that Idaho must 
have a Federal high dam at Hells Canyon. 

For too long this State has suffered, not as a State but as a colony. Owned 
by everyone except its residents, torn by factionalism, group pitted against 
group, individual against individual; and the while these struggles went on the 
power interests, transportation industries, out-of-State private companies, and 
any other moneyed interest, wheeled overhead on silent wings, viewing the spoils 
as any other vulture would, choosing which was to be theirs, waiting only for 
death and decomposition to take over. Some portions were boldly appropriated, 
others slyly filched. The end result was the same, the citizens of the State were 
deprived of what was rightfully theirs. 

Who says Idaho has no need for a Federal high dam lies or is ignorant of the 
true facts. 

Has the Idaho Power Co. ever brought forth the wonderful new life so abun- 
dantly promised? The Idaho citizen has only to look at his monthly bill to 
realize it-will never be forthcoming under their regime. 

However, the controversy raging over the high dam is being pierced. More 
and more people are coming to realize that the Idaho Power Co. smokescreen 
does not buy the baby any shoes. That the administration giveaway program 
is designed to help everyone except the people that need it. 

Our feelings are this: Let those people who will not contribute to progress 
stand aside; if they will not push let them refrain from dragging their feet. 

Again let this group of people urge you with all our hearts and sonls, give us 
freedom from monopoly, give us the means whereby to build a high dam in 
Hells Canyon. 
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This carpenters’ district council takes this occasion to reaflirm a stand taken 
on July 11, 1952, and reaffirmed on July 10, 1954, when a resolution was passed 
pledging our support for a high Federal dam in Hells Canyon and further back- 
ing our stand with hard cash to the limit of our means. 

Senate bill 1333 must pass, a high dam must be built. 

Nothing, absolutely nothing, can be as much good for Idaho and the Pacific 
Northwest. 

I wish to thank you for your patience and considerate attention granted when 
so urgently needed. Again let us prevail upon your group—do nothing to deprive 
the citizens of Idaho of this opportunity for self-realization, this blessing un- 
disguised, a high dam in Hells Canyon, 

With best personal regard, I remain, 

Sincerely, 
Rocky MountTaAIn District COUNCIL OF 
CARJENTERS OF IDAHO. 
VireiL J. TULLIs, 
Executive Secretary-Treasurer. 


STATEMENT OF THOMAS B. ROWLAND, OF ROWLAND Bros. Datry, POCATELLO, IDAHO 


No controversial issue could more clearly define the thinking of the people of 
this country than the position they take on the question of Government versus 
private industry in serving the needs of private enterprise. In the question of 
Hells Canyon Dam, we either choose to make another definite move in the di- 
rection of a socialized government or we must stand on our convictions that for 
what we have today, we must thank our great system of free and private enter- 
prise 

We cannot deceive ourselves into thinking that the Government is a John 
Bunyan who can build with magic and relieve us of burdens of cost. Private 
industry will do the building whether the contracts be let by Government or by 
private industry. We have only to compare by past experience the efficiency of 
Government operations in relation to the efficiency of private operations to know 
that there is but one choice in this respect. 

It is not consistent that our Government should be making a supreme effort 
to get out of business on one hand while at the same time it is making an even 
greater effort to encroach on private business on the other hand. 

When private industry has served its patrons as efficiently as the Idaho Power 
Co. has served the people of Idaho, and when this same company is willing and 
fighting for the opportunity to continue to serve these same people, it can be 
no less than an outright challenge of our freedom and to our way of life when 
our own Government attempts to disrupt this service and halt the progress of 
free enterprise by forcing a Government-owned Hells Canyon Dam upon its 
people. 


STATEMENT OF THE Rupy IRRIGATION CANAL Co., JEFFERSON CouNTY, IDAHO, 
SIGNED BY Four OFFICERS 


The Rudy Irrigation Canal Co., which furnishes irrigation water for approxi- 
mately 5,000 acres of irrigated land under a high state of cultivation in the 
county of Jefferson, State of Idaho, is unalterably opposed to the proposed Fed- 
eral high dam at Hells Canyon. 

Why should we favor Hells Canyon Dam before the water of the Snake River, 
originating in the mountain areas of the upper Snake River Valley, is completely 
harnessed and made available for irrigation and for other uses that will bene- 
fit the farmers and the people of Idaho? We say, -“Develop the water resources 
of the Snake River in the upper watershed first, and when that development 
is completed, it will then be time enough to build a high Hells Canyon Dam.” 

We have established rights in waters of the Snake River, and we do not want 
these interfered with by a Federal dam at Hells Canyon. We want the right to 
apply the floodwaters of the Snake River to arid lands in our area in the future, 
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and as soon as we can build reservoirs to make this possible. We want to also 
preserve our existing water rights. 
Again we say, “Hell, no,” to the Hells Canyon Dam. 
Yours very truly, 
Rupy IRRIGATION CANAL Co. 
By FRANK MAUREY. 

IRVIN W. KELLER. 
L. D. Stppoway. 
S. C. Bow Les. 


STATEMENT OF W. A. Rupea, BAKER, OREG. 


GENTLEMEN ; Speaking aS one person, past middle age; independent as to in 
come and indifferent as to politics, I sincerely hope my testimony will be given 
consideration. 

When Boulder Dam was built we lived in Salt Lake City, Utah, close enough 
to understand the struggle for and against the dam. After completion we made 
several trips to Las Vegas and saw first hand the unlimited benefits enjoyed by 
the State of Nevada and its people, by reason of the dam. When McNary and 
Grand Coulee was built we lived at Boardman, Oreg., 27 miles from MeNary 
(Again we saw proof of what a Government can do for its people. Today we live 
in Baker, Oreg., and for the past several vears, have again lived amidst strife 
generated by the selfishness of special interest groups, against what we know has 
been and would be for the good of all the people. 

In comparing Boulder, MeNary, and Grand Coulee with Hells Canyon, I 
believe almost any fair-minded person would say the Federal dam site in Hells 
Canyon is superior. With bedrock conditions as they are, combined with the 
height of its solid rock wall and the short distance across the river, makes under 
standable the assertion made by many unbiased engineers that this Hells Canyon 
dam site is an engineers dream of simplicity and durability. These facts, to 
gether with terrain undesirable and unpopulated as a basin to be filled by this 
great Jake, in comparison to McNary where towns were moved, railroads torn up 
and rebuilt and thousands of acres of improved land condemned, should be suffi 
cient proof, if building McNary Dam was practical, building Hells Canyon Dam is 
10 times more so. 

Because of the great height of the proposed Hells Canyon Dam, there will be 
more water in reserve, which means more power. The recreational advantages 
are beyond imagination for eastern Oregon. In a country where such catas 
trophes as the VanPort flood can happen, flood control is of major concern. Hells 
Canyon Dam would and could eliminate this great danger west of us. We not 
only need more power for defense purposes, but cheaper power so that private 
industry will be encouraged to develop the vast untouched mineral deposits in 
eastern Oregon. 

The after development of Boulder Dam was only on paper until proven. When 
Grand Coulee and MeNary were built, we had much concrete evidence of after 
development, due to Boulder. But, we no longer need guess regarding power or 
development of resources; when a great Federal dam is built, we know what to 
expect. 

As said in the beginning of this statement, I am not obligated to, or dependent 
upon any special interest group. This testimony could not be bought. I am just 
an old fashioned American who believes as Lineoln did, the welfare of our people 
should be the first concern of our Government. To me the crux of the whole 
matter is politics versus the people. 

Respectfully, 
W. A. Rupra. 


STATEMENT OF THE SaLtt LAKE HARDWARE Co., Boise, IDAHO 


We want to go on record as opposed to the building of Hells Canyon Dam, 
known as the high head dam, by the Federal Government. 

We feel that the information that has been put out to date and proposal made 
to construct this high head dam will bring serious injury to the water rights of 
the people of the State of Idaho and future agricultural development and expan- 
sion in our State. 
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We, in Idaho, depend primarily upon agriculture for our main livelihood. It is 
very important that these birthrights of the people of the State of Idaho not be 
given away now or at any time in the future. As far as power requirements for 
the Northwest are concerned there are many other locations down stream on 
which these dams can be built. 

We feel that the large majority of the financial support in behalf of the pro- 
posed Hells Canyon Dam has come from people and organizations and organized 
labor from without the State who do not have the interests of the Idaho citizens 
and their future at heart. Evidence covering this should be definitely established 
in the committee hearings. At no time has southern Idaho ever been short of 
power load. Sufficient expansion for the future and development of this State 
is available from low head dam construction to further future industrial develop- 
ment and growth that might come to this great State. 

We, the Salt Lake Hardware Co., who depend upon agriculture, logging, and 
mining and supplying their needs for our livelihood are anxious to go on record 
against the proposed high head Hells Canyon Dam. 

Respectfuly submitted. 

H. Pau MILLS, 
Boise Division Manager. 


STATEMENT OF JOHN SANBORN, BOISE, IDAHO 


To the Senate Interior and Insular Affairs Subcommittee on Hells Canyon 
Dam Legislation, I respectfully submit the following brief statement: 

I am John Sanborn, for many years a farmer of Hagerman Valley on irrigated 
land in Gooding County, Idaho. I was a member of the 80th and 81st Congresses, 
representing the Second District of Idaho. I am a member of the Grange and 
last year I was a State director of the Idaho Farm Bureau. I have been asked 
by many irrigation farmers in my county to represent them at this hearing. 
I have submitted brief statements from the Gooding County Board of Com- 
missioners, the Hagerman Grange, and the town board of the town of Hager- 
man, Idaho. They are all opposed to the authorization of a Federal Hells 
Canyon Dam. I, also, am decidedly opposed to such a dam, I have been in 
many gatherings across southern Idaho where Hells Canyon Dam was discussed 
and they all were overwhelmingly opposed to the Federal project. 

Agriculture is the main sustaining industry of the Snake River Valley from 
its upper reaches in the eastern part of the State, clear across southern Idaho 
to its western border. The economy of that vast territory, cities as well as 
country, is founded on agriculture and its agriculture is dependent on the waters 
of the Snake River Basin. You surely can see that we are justified in violently 
opposing any development which might jeopardize or weaken the water rights 
of this area. 

We insist that a huge Federal development at Hells Canyon Dam site would 
be a menace to our water rights. After an investiment of a vast sum of Federal 
money on the project, with thousands of customers depending on its developed 
power, the Government would, undoubtedly, insist on its full operation, regard- 
less of needs for irrigation water upriver. It is said that the bill fully protects 
our water rights but we know that one Congress cannot bind a future Congress. 
Even the Congress that passes legislation can amend it by subsequent action. 
So the provisions of the bill, no matter how seemingly adequate, are no guaranty 
of protection. 

I appreciate the opportunity to make this statement. There are many other 
valid objections to the Federal high Hells Canyon Dam, but this is sufficient 
reason for any resident of southern Idaho to object and especially so if he is 
an irrigator as I and my neighbors are. Thank you. 


| 
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STATEMENT, IN OPPOSITION, OF SALMON GRANGE No. 274, SIGNED BY DALE ComBSs. 
MASTER 


SALMON, IDAHO, April 3, 1955. 
Senator JAMES Murray, 
Chairman of the Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, 
Hells Canyon Project Hearings, 
Care of Boise Junior College, Boise, Idaho: 
The Salmon Grange, No. 274, would like to go on record as opposing the Hells 
Canyon project. We feel it should be developed by private enterprise. 
DALE Comss, Master. 


STATEMENT OF Mrs. O. F. Scu mipt, oF Boise, Ipano 


I am Mrs. O. F. Schmidt, a voter of precinct 5, Boise, Idaho. I have lived in 
Boise for nearly 30 years and owned property most of that time. 

In regards to this Hells Canyon stretch of Snake River, it seems that project 
should be developed in the most economical way possible. Since the Federal 
Government has established the Federal Power Commission why not let them 
decide the issue rather than force it through Congress. Let the Federal Power 
Commission decide the better place. I am definitely opposed to Federal Govern- 
ment developing any natural resource where private enterprise does a satisfac- 
tory job just as the Idaho Power Co. has done so far. The taxpayer has enough 
to pay now. 


STATEMENT OF LESTER F. SELDERS, RouTE No. 2, NortH, POCATELLO, IDAHO 


These are the views unwarranted and unbiased by a person, or persons, organ- 
izations, companies, or anything concerning power. 

I am firstly a firm believer in private enterprise. I also believe in cheap 
power, but do not believe it is available through Government enterprise by 
building dams and power units and then taxing people to maintain and operate 
same. 

A very good example of this is TVA. The system cannot support itself, so 
the Government dips into tax money to subsidize same. 

It is true that REA has helped the outlying farms and communities, but at 
the same time, they did not carry out all the things they started. Private power 
companies had to take over and supply and maintain at least a portion of the 
lines today. This, of course, was built out of taxable money. 

Of course, the power issue is of minority in comparison with the water and 
its resources in Our community. Without water (irrigation) southern Idaho 
would be strangled to death, and by that I mean giving CVA the authority they 
want and would get would mean just that. 

Without water we have nothing and I mean whether it is business, farming, 
railroading, or whatever, we would have nothing. Let us farmers have a poor 
year and it reflects right back to the dealer, the merchant, the businessman, the 
wholesaler, the jobber, and eventually to the manufacturer. 

With CVA or the high dam we could be affected right back to the tributaries 
of the Columbia River and that brings us right back to the very creeks in our 
community. We could be shut out of our resources. 

In conclusion, let us keep Government out of business and not interfere with 
our resources (water mainly) and let private enterprise operate and maintain 
our power systems. 


STATEMENT OF KENNETH G. SELF, SELF MANUFACTURING Co., TWIN FALLS, IDAHO 


My name is Kenneth G. Self. Iam owner of the Self Manufacturing Co., Twin 
Falis, Idaho. 

I am opposed to the Congress of the United States acting on legislation to 
build a high Government storage dam at Hells Canyon for the following reasons : 

(1) The Federal Power Commission has been delegated the authority by Con- 
gress to issue licenses for the development of power sites and as year-long hear- 
ings have been held on-an application of the Idaho Power Co. to build a series of 
dams on the lower Snake River and an opportunity to present and develop tech- 
nical testimony, including that of independent engineers of the Federal Power 
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Commission, I, therefore, believe the Federal Power Commission should be per- 
mitted to render their decision as to which plan meets the test of comprehensive 
development and is in the public interest and this authority should not be usurped 
by Congress. 

(2) As developed in recent hearings by the Army engineers in southern Idaho, 
storage of water on the Snake River should be in the upper reaches of the river 
and not near its mouth as greater utilization can be made of its water and less 
damage result from spring runoff. 

(3) The irrigation interests of southern Idaho cannot be protected in a Federal 
Hells Canyon Dam bill unless an amendment is made to our Federal Constitu- 
tion, because of paramount rights vested in Government under our Federal Con- 
stitution. 

(4) I am a believer in private enterprise, which has given this country its 
high standard of living and I believe when private taxpaying industry can do the 
job using private money that it should be permitted to do so without interference 
from Government. 

Therefore, for the above reasons, I am opposed to a high Government storage 
dam at Hells Canyon. 


STATEMENT OF N. V. SHarp, CHAIRMAN, COMMITTEE OF NINE, FILER, IDAHO 


My name ise N. V. Sharp. I am a retired farmer and reside in Filer, Idaho. 
I have lived in Idaho since 1907, raised a family, and have owned and operated 
my own farms until I retired a few years ago. 

I am a member of the board of directors of the Twin Falis Canal Co. and have 
been since 1924. I was president of the Idaho State Reclamation Association for 
12 years (from 1937 until 1949) and upon retiring as president I was honored 
with a life membership in that association. Also I spent 4 years on the State 
Water Conservation Board of Idaho by appointment of the Governor, and I was 
1 of the 10 he appointed to go to Salt Lake City in 1932 at which time the Na- 
tional Reclamation Association was formed. I was elected to the first board 
of directors and have served continuously in that capacity since that time— 
almost 24 years. I have served as a member of the Committee of Nine in Water 
District No. 36 for approximately 28 years and have been chairman for the last 
8 years. This committee might be said to be the board of directors for operation 
and distribution of the waters of Snake River for use in the Snake River Valley. 
Water District No. 36 encompasses the entire Snake River areas in Idaho from 
its upper reaches in southeastern Idaho to King Hill in south central Idaho. 
This includes more than 114 million irrigated acres. I am authorized to appear 
here in behalf of the Committee of Nine. 

In addition, I am authorized to appear before this committee in behalf of the 
Twin Falls Canal Co. I should like to add that I was appointed by the president 
of the Idaho State Reclamation Association as chairman of a coordinating com- 
mittee to appear in opposition to the legislation that was introduced in 1952— 
H. R. 5743, which would have authorized the Hells Canyon Dam, and I did appear 
in opposition before the Subcommittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of the House 
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs during the spring of 1952. I am now 
appearing in opposition to S. 1333 recently introduced in the Senate and to the 
several bills introduced in the House to authorize the Hells Canyon project. 

The Twin Falls Canal Co. is comprised of over 200,000 acres of Carey Act 
project lands, situated on the southern side of Snake River in south central Idaho. 
There are a number of cities in the project, the largest being Twin Falls with a 
population of approximately 20,000. This project is very highly developed and 
one of the most productive in the entire Northwest. The water for this project 
is diverted from the Milner Dam, the largest major diversion on the main stream 
of the Snake River. Our main canal carries 3.600 second-feet. Our major water 
richt is natural flow. However, we have storage space in Jackson Lake of approxi- 
mately 100,000 acre-feet and 152,000 acre-feet in American Falls Reservoir. Our 
project was financed and built by private enterprise. All the space that we have 
in these two reservoirs was paid for in cash before construction started. 

The stockholders of this canal company by overwhelming votes at the last 
several annual meetings have adopted resolutions in opposition to the proposed 
Federal Hells Canyon Dam. Their views are best expressed by the resolution 
adopted at its last annual meeting on January 11 of this year. A copy of this 
resolution is attached to this statement. 
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Irrigation districts and canal companies representing the overwhelming ma- 
jority of the irrigated area in southern Idaho have passed resolutions in opposi- 
tion to a Federal Hells Canyon project. 

Theer are a number of reasons why we are opposed to the authorization of a 
Federal high Hells Canyon Dam. 

It is not an irrigation project nor does it have any irrigation features. It is a 
power project pure and simple. The future development and prosperity of south 
ern Idaho depends upon the full utilization for beneficial consumptive uses of 
the waters of the Snake River and its tributaries. There are now 2,600,000 
irrigated acres in the Snake River Valley and this is only the beginning. We 
are definitely opposed to any limitation on the future irrigation development in 
Idaho and we feel that the Federal Hells Canyon Dam would be a definite threat 
not only to future development but also to our existing water rights. While I 
am informed that there is some attempt to put Some protective language in this 
bill, we do not believe it offers any real protection. As Congressman Budge said 
when these bills were introduced, “There is nothing to prevent some future 
Congress from repealing any protective language if it later appears that our 
irrigation water is needed to make this huge powerplant feasible.” We in Idaho 
are very much concerned regarding our existing rights because of the claims by 
the Federal Government that private appropriators acquire no rights in navigable 
streams. There is a continuous threat by the Federal Government to extend 
Federal jurisdiction and control, irrespective of State laws, by interpreting its 
powers under the commerce clause to include the production of hydroelectric 
power, flood control and watershed development. We are concerned about Federal 
control and domination over the water resources of the Western States under 
the guise of the commerce clause in disregard of State laws. 

Furthermore, we are opposed to the project because private capital is ready, 
willing, and able to develop the power sites in the Helis Canyon stretch of the 
river. Upward of 90 percent of the irrigation development in the Snake River 
Valley has been initiated by private enterprise under State laws. We are fully 
in accord with the partnership concept of water-resources development which 
means, as we interpret it, local determination of projects to meet local needs and 
Federal participation only where needed, without Federal control. This means 
maximum conservation of taxpayers’ funds which is important to every citizen. 

Furthermore, if this proposed dam is authorized and constructed by the Fed 
eral Government instead of by private capital the State of Idaho will not receive 
the taxes so vitally needed by the State for the future development of State 
projects. The increased taxes payable by private power companies to the State 
as well as to the connties which would be affected, will lighten the heavy taxation 
load now borne by the citizens and industries of the State. Idaho is in desperate 
need of more revenue for roads, schools, ete. I am informed that the evidence 
in the record at the Federal Power Commission hearing in Washington indicates 
that the State of Idaho alone, and its publie bodies, would receive annually 
approximately $4 million ‘n taxes, if these projects are developed by private 
enterprise. Over the 50-vei.r license period this would amount to approximately 
$200 million. This does not include a tremendous sum that would be paid to the 
Federal Government in income taxes. 

In conclusion, we are further opposed to these bills hecause the question 
whether the Hells Canyon stretch of the river should be developed by the Federal 
Government or by private enterprise has heen submitted to the Federal Power 
Commission. This is the agency that Congress has given the function and re- 
sponsibility to decide this question. Hearings on the Idaho Power Co.’s appliea- 
tions extended over a year and the question has now been submitted to the Fed- 
eral Power Commission. It has all the technical data before it. That Commis- 
sion should be permitted to decide this question without any political inter- 
ference. 

I emphasize again that we are concerned that our existing water rights, and 
the water rights that will he acquired for future development of Idaho are placed 
in jeopardy by this proposed project. 


RESOLUTION 


Whereas the future growth and development of southern Idaho depends entirely 
on its ability to expand and enlarge the future consumptive and beneficial use 
of water on new areas of land, as well as the preservation of all the water rights 
appurtenant to its presently irrigated areas, and 
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Whereas Idaho has many thousands of acres of high-grade land upon which it 
may be possible to economically apply irrigation water in the future, and 

Whereas the only source of water to either supply the future needs of lands 
inadequately irrigated, or new areas to be irrigated in the future is from Snake 
River and its tributaries, and 

Whereas it is paramount to the future of Idaho that no downstream hydro- 
electric developments be permitted unless all of the rights of Idaho to its future 
zrowth and development from an irrigation standpoint are fully and adequately 
protected, and 

Whereas it appears that legislation that has been introduced in Congress to 
authorize the construction of a high Hells Canyon Dam by the United States does 
not adequately protect the rights of Idaho to expand and enlarge its use of irri- 
cation water in the future and also may jeopardize many other economic rights 
of Idaho: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the stockholders of the Twin Falls Canal Co, at its annual meet- 
ing on January 11, 1955, are opposed to such legislation and urge that it be 
defeated, and that copies of this resolution be sent to all members of the Idaho 
congressional delegation. 


——— 


STATEMENT oF LocAL No. 236, SHeet METAL WORKERS RAILROAD ORGANIZATION, 
PocATELLO, IDAHO, SIGNED By THOMAS MALINSON, RECORDING SECRETARY 


Dear Sire: I, the recording secretary of Local 236, Sheet Metal Workers 
Railroad Organization here in Pocatella, wish to inform you, we, as an or- 
ganization, do favor the Federal construction of the Hells Canyon Dam. Was 
requested by our president to furnish this information. Have studied this pro- 
posal thoroughly since it was first proposed. 

Yours respectfully, 
THOMAS MALINSON. 


STATEMENT IN OPPOSITION OF J. H. SILBAUGH, PRESIDENT OF THE BOARD OF 
Directors, NortH SiIpE CANAL Co. 


My name is J. H. Silbaugh. I am president of the board of directors of the 
North Side Canal Co. I am also a member of the committee of nine. This com- 
mittee has been called the board of directors for Water District No. 36 for 
distribution of the waters of the Snake River for use in the Snake River Valley. 
I settled on the North Side tract in 1910 and farmed my own farm there until 
my retirement a few years ago. I am making this statement on behalf of the 
company and the board of directors. 

The stockholders of the North Side Canal Co. by unanimous vote at its 
annual meeting on January 15, 1955, adopted a resolution in opposition to the 
proposed Federal Hells Canyon project. Similar action had been taken at 
prior annual meetings of the stockholders and represents the overwhelming 
sentiment of the water users. Moreover irrigation districts and canal com- 
panies representing the overwhelming majority of the irrigated acres in southern 
Idaho, comprising approximately 214 million acres, have passed similar reso- 
lutions in opposition to a Federal Hells Canyon project. 

The North Side Canal Co. represents an area of approximately 160,000 irri- 
gated acres in Jerome, Gooding, and Elmore counties lying north of Snake 
River. This project, constituting one of the largest private irrigation systems 
in the country, is a Carey Act project which was initiated in 1903. It is now 
in an advanced stage of development. The land is extremely fertile and highly 
productive. All irrigated crops do exceptionally well, we have fine roads, schools, 
homes, and a number of progressive communities, the largest being the town 
of Jerome. 

We now have an adequate water supply but only after many years of hard- 
ship and struggle. We are opposed to any project which will place our water 
rights in jeopardy. We had an early filing for natural flow from the Snake 
River, to be diverted at Milner, when the project was initiated, which proved 
to be wholly inadequate. Later we acquired from the United States storage 
capacity in Jackson Lake Reservoir and after American Falls Reservoir was 
constructed in 1926 we purchased additional storage space in American Falls 
Reservoir. In 1952 we purchased storage space in Palisades Reservoir and 
additional space in American Falls Reservoir. 
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Our major opposition to the proposed Federal Hells Canyon project is that 
we believe it would constitute a threat to our existing water rights, as well 
as a threat to future water rights that will be required to irrigate many thou- 
sands of acres yet undeveloped. The future development of this area depends 
upon the full use of the waters of Snake River and its tributaries. We are 
definitely and unalterably opposed to any limitation on the future irrigation 
development in Idaho and we feel that the Federal Hells Canyon Dam, if con- 
structed, would be a definite threat, not only to future development but also 
to our existing water rights. We are very much concerned regarding our exist- 
ing rights because of the position the Federal Government has taken that 
private appropriators can acquire no water rights in navigable streams and we 
do not believe that any protective language can be placed in the bill which 
would protect us in the future. 

Furthermore, I believe that future storage on the Snake River should be where 
the floods occur. I testified on this matter at the hearing in Idaho Falls on 
February 18 before the Army Corps of Engineers. The upper Snake River Basin 
still faces a real flood-control problem which can only be solved by constructing 
reservoirs above the areas subject to flood damages and not on the Snake River 
below the areas in Idaho that are subject to flooding. Throughout the upper 
Snake River area on the main stream as well as some of the tributaries, there 
is a real flood-control problem. It is now generally recognized that additional 
storage on the Snake River should be provided by reservoirs on the upper trib- 
utaries of the Snake River. Construction of such reservoirs would also serve 
the very valuable purpose of providing additional supplies of water to large areas 
of land which are now inadequately irrigated, particularly in dry years. 

We are further opposed to the construction of a Federal Hells Canyon Dam 
because me believe that where private capital is ready, willing, and able to develop 
power sites on the Snake River they should be allowed to do so. More than 90 
percent of the irrigation development in the Snake River Valley has been ini- 
tiated by private enterprise. We fully endorse the partnership policy of water- 
resource development. It has worked in Idaho in the past, and we see no reason 
why it won’t work in the future. 

I emphasize again, however, that our major concern is the protection of our 
existing water rights which we believe are placed in jeopardy by the proposed 
project. 


STATEMENT OF Ep SIMMERMAN, OF CALDWELL, IDAHO 


I am opposed to Hells Canyon Dam legislation, because private enterprise 
should be afforded opportunity to develop such projects under authorization of 
the Federal Power Commission. By doing so, taxes would be paid by private 
enterprise, and the Federal Government would not have to spend tax funds for 
a project that can be sponsored by private enterprise. 


STATEMENT or J. E. SKaAtet, St. ANTHONY, IDAHO 


We wish to register our protest against the pending plan to build a high Fed- 
eral dam on the Snake River, in Hells Canyon, State of Idaho. 

We have spent our lives working in the area served and supported by the 
north fork of the Snake River, and our particular business has given us a 
thorough insight into the almost complete dependency of our great area on the 
waters of the Snake River, not only for our present but for any future develop- 
ment. In studying the proposed plan and its proposed use, together with the 
various legal opinions regarding same, it appears that ample proof has been 
well established such a Federal project would necessarily constitute great pres- 
ent and future damage to the highly important water rights of those of us who 
live in the upper Snake River Valley. 

It seems apparent from evidence given that 90 percent of the benefit and use 
of the proposed Federal dam will go to the States of Oregon and Washington. 
While we are not familiar with the legal niceties of this situation, we are cer- 
tain that anyone, giving an honest opinion, would agree it morally wrong for 
the Federal Government to permit such legalized theft of our rights by establish- 
ing an authority which would supersede the sovereignty of the State of Idaho 
and permit our water rights, our careful planning of our water and irrigation 
systems and our plans for future development of our area to be, in effect, sold 
down the river to our neighboring States. 
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We do not wish to see either Oregon or Washington retarded in their needs, 
but we do violently protest the flagrant injustice of aiding those States at such 
a huge sacrifice to the people who have their lives invested in the upper Snake 
River Valley. 

We respectfully urge and hope the Senate committee will refuse the proposal 
to construct the Hells Canyon Dam. 


STATEMENT OF J. FRED SmitruH, Mayor, City OF RExBURG, IDAHO 


I am mayor of the city of Rexburg, one of the oldest settlements in the upper 
Snake River Valley, which was laid out by Brigham Young. Our forefathers 
built the ditches and brought the water out from the Snake River. The city 
of Rexburg has considerable water rights in the Snake River. Our forefathers 
built the ditches and brought the water from the Snake River at their own 
expense. We didn’t ask the Federal Government to do it. I am not against 
the Federal Government helping and advancing its credit. We have been very 
satisfied with private power. We are served by the Utah Power & Light Co., 
and we can’t see why we should take our tax dollars and let the Federal power 
go tax free because the power companies have helped us build up this com- 
munity. The people of my community are opposed to the erection of the Hells 
Canyon Dam. 

I am sorry that I am unable to attend this hearing. It has been called so far 
away from the people, that we are unable to make a protest in person. Also, 
the testimony has been limited to 5 minutes. This matter has received the 
attention of the Army engineers, the Department of Reclamation and the Fed- 
eral Power Commission. They have spent hours, days, and years studying the 
problem. We are not in favor of this rush to build Hells Canyon Dam by the 
Congress, after taking a bird’s-eye view of 2 or 3 hours in this territory, when 
the other agencies have spent years. 

We are fearful of our water rights. We have learned from experience that 
when Government takes hold, it is all powerful. There are so few people in 
Idaho they could well cut off all the water rights and say that it was necessary 
for the States of Washington and Oregon because there are so many more people 
there that our water be turned to those States. 

I think the headwaters of the Snake should be explored as the Army engineers 
are doing and that all of the storage be at the source as much as possible. 
Then the water can be turned down and used over again, and we won’t be de- 
prived of these water rights. I am protesting in behalf of the city of Rexburg 
against the building of Hells Canyon Dam. 


STATEMENT OF R. D. SmitH, DURKEE, OREG. 


I am a rancher in Baker County, Oreg. 

I believe in private enterprise and that our local power company should de- 
velop the power sites in the Hells Canyon area. 

Our State is in need of additional valuation to help relieve our tax burden. 

The United States was founded on private enterprise, and thus, has become 
the greatest nation in the world. 

I am aware that the Federal Power Commission has all the facts, let’s leave 
it up to them to make the decision. 





STATEMENT, OpposING HeELts CANYON DAM, OF THE SNAKE RIVER VALLEY IrRRIGA- 
rion Distkict, SHELLEY, IpAHO, SigNep By R. P. HANSEN, PRESIDENT, AND 
L. IVAN JENSEN, SECRETARY 


The directors and officers of the Snake River Valley Irrigation District repre- 
senting 25,000 acres of irrigated lands in Bingham County, Idaho, with millions 
of dollars invested in the property rights and irrigation rights of this immedi- 
ate territory, and having substantial holdings in the American Falls, Jackson, 
and Palisades Reservoirs, respectfully object and protest to the proposed Hells 
Canyon bill now before the Congress for the following reasons: 

1. We sincerely believe that’ upstream storage is the proper procedure and 
solution in the development of Snake River. 
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2. The excessive cost of building a high dam at Hells Canyon would prevent 
any funds being available for upstream development. 

3. The State of Idaho is only about half developed insofar as the irrigated 
possibilities are concerned, and the future irrigation and water requirement 
therefor would be restricted and impaired by the present bill before Congress 

t+. We feel that the compact Commission representsng the several States of the 
Columbia Basin and the recommendations made by this Commission with respect 
to the orderly development of the water resources of the basin, should be given 
a chance to operate and develop in accordance with the findings and recom- 
mendations of this Commission, in which all the States concerned are in 
agreement. 

5. We sincerely believe that the present and future waters rights of the State 
of Idaho will be impaired and placed in danger and may be entirely lost, under 
the present Hells Canyon bill, and we feel that the protection of our present and 
future water rights are much more important to the State and Nation, than 
the building of any dam. 

Very sincerely, 
R. P. HANSEN, President 
L. IVAN JENSEN, Secretary 


STATEMENT OF JOHN SOMMER, TWIN FALLS, IDAHO 


My name is John Sommer. I am a farmer and live 2 miles south of Twin 
Falls, Idaho. I am opposed to the Federal Government building a high dam at 
the Hells Canyon site as proposed in Senate bill 1333. I believe that such a 
dam would be a waste of taxpayers’ money when private industry is ready and 
willing to develop this stretch of the river. 

This proposed Government project would deprive Idaho of needed tax revenue. 
4ut most important of all, this proposed project would seriously conflict with our 
water rights in that there is not enough water in the Snake River to provide for 
future upstream irrigation, and at the same time, provide for the operation of a 
high dam. In case of conflict between the water users and the Federal Govern- 
ment, I believe that the Federal Government would win. 

I believe that this Government proposed dam would be excessively costly and 
that, ultimately, the power would be used for the coastal cities and not for Idaho. 
I believe that the coast should develop power from those numerous sites Closer 
at hand and leave Idaho resources for the people of Idaho. 


STATEMENT OF GorRDON SqQurres, EpItoR AND PUBLISHER, CASCADE NEWS, 
CASCADE, IDAHO 


I am opposed to the Government spending upward of a half million dollars 
of taxpayers money for Hells Canyon when a business-managed company is 
ready, willing and able to do the job at less cost using venture capital. 


STATEMENT OF GENE STANFORD, OWNER OF THE STANFORD'S STORE AT WEISER AND 
THE BEN FRANKLIN STORE AT PAYETTE, WEISER, IDAHO 


I am opposed to the proposed Federal dam in Hells Canyon. 

1. Public power is subsidized by tax money, and it costs more than industrial 
power. Part of the high cost of public power shows up in loss of taxes that 
would be paid by industrial power. 

2. Public power creates regional power shortages because it stifles power 
development by industry. We have plenty of power in Idaho, while the social- 
ized power regions on the coast are short. 

3. Snake River for irrigation and power, is Idaho’s largest resource. I don’t 
want to build a dam at public expense to give this resource to other regions which 
already have much more than we do. 
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STATEMENT OF Mrs. ERMA STAPLES, OF ONTARIO, OREG. 


In regard to the building of Hells Canyon Dam, I am positively not in favor 
of the Government building this dam. 

Furthermore, I am not in favor of the Government building any project that 
private enterprise wants to build. 

I am a firm believer of private enterprise and not Government ownership 


ONTARIO, OREG., April 4, 1955. 
To Whom It may Concern: 
I herewith submit my opinion in regard to the Hells Canyon Dam, I am posi- 
tively not in favor of the Government building this dam. 
Furthermore, I am not in favor of the Government building any project that 
private enterprise wants to build. 
I am a firm believer of private enterprise and not Government ownership. 
Yours truly, 
Mrs. EMMA STAPLES. 


STATEMENT OF NORMAN V. STEDTFELD, ATTORNEY AT LAW, POCATELLO, IDAHO 


As a private citizen I desire to advise you of my intense feeling against Gov- 
ernment construction or operation of the proposed high dam at Hells Canyon. 

It is my firm conviction that Government’s place is in regulation of commerce 
between the States, and that it should not in anyway become a party to the con- 
struction or operation of a dam at Hells Canyon, particularly in that there is no 
lack of private ability, resources, or planning concerning the development of the 
hydroelectric potential of the Snake River in that area. 


STATEMENT OF L. N. STOCKTON, JEROME GRANGE No. 210, JEROME, IDAHO 


Jerome Grange No. 210 represents approximately 225 farm members and has 
gone on record unanimously opposing a high dam being built by the Federal Gov- 
ernment and is in favor of the three low-head dams being built by private enter- 
prise, which will develop all the power available. 


STATEMENT OF JOEL STONE, CALDWELL Hipe Co., CALDWELL, IDAHO 


It is most gratifying to us citizens of this valley to have you and your commit- 
tee sit in open session and attempt to find out the feelings of the citizens of this 
valley on one of the most vital problems of this region. 

I wish at this time to express to you my feelings on this subject of the 1 high 
dam and the 3 dams proposed by the Idaho Power Co. 

I have, I assure you, given this problem long and thoughtful study. It seems 
tc me that the Idaho Power Co. proposal is by far the best and quicker way to 
get the job done for the following reasons: 

1. The three dams will produce nearly as much power as the high one. 

2. Idaho Power Co. is ready to do it now when the power shortage is becoming 
critical. 

3. The problems of reclamation, navigation, and recreation are protected in 
the three-dam proposal. 

4. The vast experience generating and developing power and dealing with 
the people of this region make them the logical instrument for harnessing the 
power in the Snake River. 

5. The amount of revenue returned to the State and Federal Treasury through 
taxes by the Idaho Power Go. is of great benefit to the people. 

I hereby wish to assure you that I arrived at these conclusions after long and 
careful study and was not urged by anyone in the Idaho Power Co. to make this 
statement. 





HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON L077 


SYPATEMENT OF Don M. Storey, REPRESENTING THE MERIDIAN CHAMBER OI 
COMMERCE, OF MERIDIAN, IDAHO 


My name is Don M. Storey of Meridian, Idaho. I represent the Meridian Cham- 
ber of Commerce who wish to protest the construction of the Federal high dam 
at Hells Canyon. Meridian is a second-class city located in the heart of a fertile 
farming and dairying area. The continued growth of our town depends directly 
upon the prosperity of the farmers. One of our larger sources of income 1s 
through the creamery which is one of the largest milk receiving stations in the 
United States. As a representative of a town whose economy is so closely as 
sociated with agriculture and whose very existence is dependent upon farm 
prosperity, is it any wonder that any threat to irrigation water rights fills us with 
alarm? We have been told that proponents of this legislation have attempted 
to write into this bill some sort of a safeguard to the farmers of the Snake River 
Valley regarding water rights. To us in Meridian this carries the strong im- 
plication that if this Congress can nullify Federal authority, future Congresses 
can reestablish it. This, we feel, constitutes a serious threat to our future 
prosperity. 

The investment of taxpayers’ dollars in the proposed Federal high dam at 
Hells Canyon, when the Idaho Power Co. is willing to develop this section of 
the river with private capital, seems to us to be a wasteful expenditure of publi 
funds at a time when Federal taxes are already out of hand. If this area is 
developed by private funds, it will add to the tax rolls of the area instead of 
draining off tax dollars. We feel that more serious consideration should be 
given to conservation of the tax revenue and the balancing of the national budget. 

We believe in freedom of enterprise and the development of private initiative. 
We believe that continued interference by the Government in private business 
will eventually lead to a complete disintegration of our American way of life 
and a socialization of all business, with the result of lowering our high standard 
of living. , 

Private enterprise is capable of building a project of this nature more 
economically than the Government. In general, Government projects are not 
efficiently operated because the control is often centered some distance from 
the affected area and, for that reason, is not necessarily responsive to local con 
ditions. 

In conciusion, I wish to summarize our opposition to the Federal Hells Canyon 
Dam in the following points: 

1. We feel that it will jeopardize the water rights of the farms of the Snake 
River Valley. 

2. We object to the investment of tax dollars in a project that can be done 
by private taxpaying capital. 

3. We believe in freedom of enterprise as the American way and want local 
industry to develop and prosper for the benefit of local people. 

4. We feel that private enterprise can build this project more economically 
than the Federal Government; therefore, it would be an economic waste to let 
the Government build it. 


STATEMENT BY MARION STROEBEL, MERIDIAN, IDAHO 


I am opposed to the Government building a high dam at Hells Canyon because 
the Federal debt is at an all time high and why should the Federal taxpayers 
spend more than one-half billion dollars to build the dam when a private 
enterprise is willing to develop the Snake River area. 

The Federal Power Commission legal staff has recommended, after thorough 
investigation, that the Idaho Power be authorized to build the three low-head 
dams because they have found that the proposed projects are best adapted to 
a comprehensive plan of development of Snake River as required by the led 
eral Power Act. And now, after all the money has been spent on this investiga- 
tion, the same people who insisted that the FPC should make the decision are 
advocating that the findings sheuld be discarded and a decision be made on a 
political basis. 

I am also opposed to any move toward centralization of power in the Federal 
Government. 





L078 HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 


STATEMENT OF BLAINE STUBBLEFIELD, WEISER, IDAHO 


I am opposed to construction of a Federal high dam in Hells Canyon. 

1. Recreation benefits would be inferior 

A. The specitied drawdown would produce unsightly and ill-smelling shore- 
lines. 

B. The pool would inundate most of the low trough of the canyon, which is 
about 1,000 feet deep. This would eliminate much of the scenic values. 

2. Navigation benefits would be limited. 

A. The proposed high dam could not be passed by boats to the lower river 
or dam pools. 

B. Claims by advocates of the proposed high dam that the resulting pool 
could be navigated from Weiser and the lower valley, are not based on facts. 
The proposed drawdown would take the tail of the pool down to the region of 
Robinette, or Sturgill, more than 50 miles below high-level point, of slack water. 
That would leave one 8.5 mile rock shoal below Burnt River, which is un- 
navigable nearly all year, even by outboard boats, and several shorter 
unnavigable shoals. 

Cc. The widely fluctuating pool level of the high dam would make shore bases, 
docks, and recreation areas impractical or at best inconvenient and unsightly. 

3. Few if any of these conditions would result from the proposed low dam 
program, which would produce much better recreation and navigation benefits. 

4. Other objections to the proposed Federal dam. 

A. Storage and flood control should be multiple reservoirs in Snake River 
headwaters, to provide gravity flow to irrigable lands and to control floods, if 
any, above potential flood damage areas—at much lower cost. 

B. Snake River orginates in Idaho and this State, being mostly mountains, 
needs all the power we have for our own industry and water for the develop- 
ment of our limited lands. 

©. Industry is offering to develop the upper canyon of Snake River at a max- 
imum of one-third the estimated cost of the proposed Federal dam—more likely 
it will be nearer one-tenth. There is no point in hanging this cost on the tax- 
payers and depriving them of large potential tax payments by industry. 


STATEMENT OF F’. STURDEVANT, PRESIDENT, MILLER Bros. Co., St. ANTHONY, IDAHO 


We are absolutely opposed to any downstream high dam storage on Snake 
River which would naturally cancel out any upstream development. 

This Snake River water is a natural resource of Idaho and should remain 
in the powers of Idaho and this water should not be given to benefit the States 
of Oregon and Washington. 


STATEMENT or W. CLay SutTron, House oF REPRESENTATIVES, BOIse, IDAHO 


I am Clay Sutton of Midvale, Washington County, Idaho, and also have the 
honor of representing my county at the 33d session of Idaho State Legislature. 
As I understand it this hearing is being held for the purpose of getting grass 
roots thinking upon the desirability of a high Government dam or three low 
head Idaho Power dams across the Snake River at Hells Canyon. As TI am just 
off the grass I feel amply qualified to take part in this argument and tell you 
in a few words why I favor the building of the high Federal dam there. 

I am at present and have been for the past 45 years engaged in farming and 
stockrasing. As I favor maximum development in almost any undertaking and 
as the high Government dam will accomplish this and that the three small dams 
of the Idaho Power Co. will not it seems to me that almost any far-seeing person 
whose own selfish interests are not involved would see it this way. 

I am duly appreciative of the opportunity of expressing myself on so vital an 
issue, as to my way of thinking the common people or the real grassroots people 
have not been getting anything like a fair hearing up to now, as practically all 
the newspapers of our State have been working for the big utilities not only 
representing them but misrepresenting the great many of our citizens by claim- 
ing that most of the people of Idaho are opposed to the high dam and that a 
high dam at Hells Canyon would endanger our precious water rights. My farm 
consists of approximately 3,000 acres of which 145 is irrigated and I want to say 
that I value my water rights just as highly as anyone and I have no fear of losing 
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them any more by a Government-built dam than by Idaho Power Co. building it. 

I have no quarrel with the Idaho Power Co. and would gladly see them build 
this dam or their dams if they would build to the same specifications as the 
Government would but they will not and have so stated as they are only interested 
in financial returns from their investments as any corporation would be which 
is incorporated in the East with little if any interests in the future benefits 
accruing to the citizens of the State of Idaho and the entire Pacific Northwest 
And all of the taxes that their three dams would pay is a laugh to any of our 
thinking citizens as they know that anything paid in taxes by public utilities 
are simply passed on and subsequently paid by the users of their electricity 

Why would we oppose Federal development at Hells Canyon when we know 
that practically all of our irrigated acres in Idaho is the result of Federal develop 
ment and why do we think that the large dam at Hells Canyon would endanger 
our water rights when we would simply be storing up a huge amount of water 
for future use which at the present time is simply wasted as it now runs to the 
ocean in winter and early spring and I can’t for the life of me see how storing 
a large amount of water could possibly lower our irrigation potential either up 
stream or down but would increase it instead. Also when this water is used 
to turn the wheels of our generators it is not wasted but continues on down the 
river for other useful purposes. This high dam would also be a system of flood 
control and recreation something that public utilities has little interest in. 

Grave doubts have been expressed by some detractors as to there being enough 
water in the Snake to fill the dam some years. I have lived in the shadow of the 
river for 55 years practically on its banks. 

With this mighty river and its tributaries, knows that on most years there is 
sufficient water to fill the reservoir several times and it will be a mighty thirsty 
Northwest when it wouldn't fill at least once. I can see, however, how it would 
be quite easy to visualize such a catastrophe from one of our nice dry newspaper 
offices. You are .doubtless hearing a lot from the opposition about the terrible 
waste of the taxpayers’ money by the building of the high dam, the highest in 
the world, but we have countless of just such accomplishments, and they have 
practically all been self-liquidating long before the time set for them simply 
from the profits of their operations, and I am quite sure that none of you would 
want to be without them now. 

As I am a member of the Idaho Farm Bureau Federation and as T understand 
that they are entering the lists at this hearing in opposition to the high dam at 
Hells Canyon claiming to represent 16.320 farm families, on contending that 
Resolution No. 10 passed at our 1958 State convention in opposition to the high 
dam is still in effect and the poliey of our present-day farm bureau. 

Also citing resolutions 45, 46 and 47 passed at the 1954 convention which in 
effect states that any development at Hells Canyon will be of paramount interest 
to irrigation, 

“Be it resolved, That the Idaho State Farm Bureau aggressively support the 
development of our natural resources by private enterprise where practical and 
feasible. These three haby dams proposed by the Idaho Power (Co. are neither 
practical nor feasible, we want maximum development at Hells.” 

To show you how the State Farm Bureau Federation sometime represents 
grassroots thinking at least so far as a high dam at Hells Canyon is concerned 
and as concerns Idaho Power Co. At our Boise State convention in 1951, they 
came up with a resolution asking the Federal Government to build a dam at Pal 
lisades and in the next breath came out with a resolution opposing the Govern 
ment building the one at Hells Canyon, Also representatives of the Idaho Power 
Co. were allowed to sit in on our meeting and take part in the deliberations and 
were even asked for some figures to support their position. 

Also our State periodical was allowed to carry huge ads setting out the Idaho 
Power’s position in this controversy and when some of us remonstrated to 
Mr. Webb, he said we get a lot of money for that ad which reminded me that of 
a girl’s mother who once discovered that one of her daughters had some words 
tatooed upon one of her legs and when she remonstrated with her about it she 
said “Why Maw I get $500 a year for that sign.” 

I yield to no man in my admiration and support of the farm bureau when they 
are right and I bow to no man in my right to criticize them when I think that 
they are wrong. 

I have no axes to grind and have merely appeared here today in what I think 
are for the best interests of my State and county. 
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STATEMENT OF MyROoN SWENDSEN, JOINT OWNER AND MANAGER OF ENGINEERING 
Sates Service Inc., Botse, IpaAHo 


My name is Myron Swendsen; my home is in Boise, Idaho; my occupation is 
joint owner and manager of Engineering Sales Service, Inc., dealers in heavy con- 
struction equipment ; my business address is 410 Capitol Boulevard, Boise, Idaho 

In addition to my reference as a business manager, I am a graduate electrica\ 
engineer, a licensed civil engineer for Idaho, I served 3 years as assistant commis- 
sioner of reclamation for the State of Idaho, and practiced as consulting engineer 
in southern Idaho for approximately 18 years. 

From the viewpoint of an owner of a business enterprise in Idaho, I wish to 
make a statement of my views of the proposed Federal project known as Hells 
Canyon Dam, and the effect of the federally constructed and operated project 
at this site would have on southern Idaho and eastern Oregon. 

I have made a careful examination of this proposed project and the proposed 
method of operation, and I have concluded that the best interests of the State of 
Idaho would be best served by development of the power resources of this section 
of Snake River by the already established private utility. 

My opposition to the development by Federal agencies may be summarized 
under three headings, namely: bo 

I. The proposed method of operation to utilize 3.88 million acre-feet of storage 
in the Hells Canyon Reservoir to equalize the flow of Snake River for flood con- 
trol, navigation, power production at site and downstream sites, and for recrea- 
tion purposes, will bring about some conditions under which there is considerable 
question as to the benefits to be derived, and in my opinion, in some cases definite 
damages may result. 

For instance, under the proposed method of operation, this 3.88 million acre- 
feet of storage space will, during short water years, be drawn down to a level 
of 289 feet below the high flow line. Under these conditions only 313 feet of the 
total 602 feet would be effective for power production, which would greatly reduce 
the at site power production. This condition will be further aggravated by the 
fact that with the storage at its lowest point, and effective power head reduced, 
it will be necessary to start storage by shutting down releases and resultant fur- 
ther reduction of power production to a minimum of 66,000 kilowatts, and under 
normal operations in short water years, this condition would prevail during 
the spring and early summer season, at a time when our irrigation pumping load 
will be at its peak. Now with only 66,000 kilowatts available at Hells Canyon 
during this peak power demand, where will southern Idaho and eastern Oregon 
get its power? Under the proposed Federal development plan, we would have to 
look to the Bonneville Power Administration to make up this deficiency, and it 
would only be available if Bonneville had any surplus power after the already 
contracted for power and the preference customers have been supplied, and if the 
past can be any criterion for the future, there just would not be any available to 
supply the 1961 requirements of some 500,000 kilowatts of increased load for this 
area. The further argument against supplying this area from the Bonneville sys- 
tem would be the large transmission losses over the some 400 or 500 miles of 
transmission lines to our load centers. I do not think we should tie our power 
requirements to the ability of this perpetually power short system, even with the 
promise of lower rates. We would prefer that this power potential of this stretch 
of the river be developed for this area with prior and first rights to it, and if any 
surplus is available, it can be transmitted to the Bonneville pool through the exist- 
ing transmission system, or through the direct tie line with Bonneville. 

Under the proposed development by private utility, Idaho and eastern Ore- 
gon would always have available the full power production, if needed, at a 
rate fixed by a proper regulatory body. We prefer an adequate and sure sup- 
ply at a fair rate instead of a promise of a lower rate with only an unsupported 
promise of the required power to properly and adequately support our require- 
ments. And if consideration is given to the taxes paid by the private utility 
it is doubtful if the promised lower rate would be realized. 

2. Claims of the Federal development at this site to benefit navigation are 
definitely misrepresented. For instance, how could navigation above Lewiston 
to Lime Point be maintained, when storage is being increased at Hells Canyon 
and the flow past the dam is reduced to accumulate storage. Under the pro- 
posed method of operation, the flow released at Hells Canyon would at times 
be reduced to 2,000 ec. f. s., or less, with a normal flow of the river at this point 
at a low of 10,000 c. f. s., this would result in a reduction of 8,000 ¢c. f. s. in 
the flow past Lime Point, and this, during the summer months when the flow 
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of Salmon and other streams below Hells Canyon are at a minimum, would 
result in a condition that would make navigation of this stretch of the river 
impossible. United States Army engineers have estimated that 13,000 c¢. f. s. 
flow in this stretch of the river is necessary to make it reasonably satisfactory 
to navigation. 

Navigation in the only intrastate section of this stream would be definitely 
damaged by this type of operation, yet in the estimate of benefits to uavigation, 
some $98,000 annual benefits are claimed in tne feusibiiaty :eport. 

3. Large benefits are claimed for recreation. Now just now are tuese recre- 
ation facilities going to be maintained at a shoreline 289 feet below Lue max!- 
mum flow line. Roads could not be built to the lake shore, as they would be 
under water during full reservoir conditions. Just what is the plan to over- 
come this condition. And this is the condition that would prevail during the 
spring and early summer, when the reservoir is at its lowest level. The claims 
of benefits are grossly overestimated, and a comparison of recreation values of 
the proposed private development plan with the Federal plan shows very much 
in favor of the low dam development. 

For this and other reasons of engineering nature, which are too extensive to 
present at this time, I request that this committee reject S. 1333 and that the 
determination of the development for this stretch of the river be entrusted to the 
Federal Power Commission with the end that permission may be granted to the 
Idaho Power Co. to construct the proposed multiple dam system, so that we may 
be assured of the use of this needed power to meet our immediate future needs. 

The only other alternative is for the power company to build steam power- 
plants and meet the growing needs for power with an increase rate to meet the 
increased cost of thermal production. 


STATEMENT OF JOHN P. TATE, COMMISSIONER, ADA CoUNTY DRAINAGE DISTRICT 
No, 3, Bose, IDAILO 


My name is John Tate. I reside in Boise, Idaho. I am a commissioner of 
the Ada County Drainage District No. 3, which is responsible for the drainage 
of about 4,200 acres of land in and around south Boise, south of the Boise River 
and north of the New York and Ridenbaugh Canals. The population within 
our district exceeds 10,000 people. 

We are particularly interested in the plans for development of the water re- 
sources in the Snake River Valley to the end that drainage is properly consid- 
ered in any plan developed. Our drainage problem is gradually becoming more 
severe as the area develops and we seek to increase the productivity from our 
land. It has not been uncommon in recent years for us to discover water stand- 
ing in the borrow pits along our roads, and shortly thereafter cattails and other 
water-loving plants growing. Likewise, this water in places is coming so close 
to the surface in our fields that the land is not producing to its capability, and 
of course, we have difficulties in moving farm machinery over it. Orchards have 
ceased to produce, the trees have died, and pasture has become valueless. 

In addition to these problems from an agricultural point of view, in the areas 
that have built up as residental areas, basements are almost impractical be- 
cause of the excessive cost of water-proofing them, or the extreme dampness 
experienced. In some cases, the water actually stands in the basements as high 
as two feet. 

Over the years, in an effort to alleviate this drainage problem, we have con- 
structed drainage ditches and have laid underground tile. Both methods are 
expensive both in first cost and upkeep. The ditches, particularly, are waste- 
ful of production land, which amounts to about 7 acres per mile of ditch or in 
terms of value of land at $500 an acre, $3,500 per mile. 

In both of these methods of solving the drainage problem, the water is wasted 
and lost for further irrigation. We feel the most reasonable and most econom- 
ical solution to our drainage problem is to use wells to pump this drainage water 
to the surface and into existing irrigation canals so that 2 purposes will be served, 
(1) the drainage of the land, and (2) irrigation of additional land. 

In order to determine the effectiveness of drainage by wells, our drainage 
district constructed a well in 1952 and have operated it each year since that 
time. The well cost us approximately $6,000, and the cost of power for pump- 
ing this water has been approximately 50 cents per acre-foot. The well has been 
very successful in lowering the water table to dry up the fields, borrow pits and 
basements, and test wells indicate that the water table at a quarter-mile radius 
has been lowered about 24 inches. 
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This pumping of drainage water was the motivation of the Sloan plan for 
reclamation of the Mountain Home desert, because it supplied the additional 
water required at a reasonable cost. The use of this water for reclamation 
of the Mountain Home desert would assist the farmers experiencing a drainage 
problem in the cost of drainage and supplies the water required for the new 
development. We are most anxious to see the Mountain Home project devel- 
oped in accordance with the Sloan plan, so that we will obtain the relief from 
our drainage problem. We would be opposed to any other plan which would 
not embody a solution to our drainage problem, or would delay its early accom- 
plishment. We are of the opinion that if development of the Mountain Home 
project is deferred until some Federal power project may be constructed under 
the guise of its necessity to assist in repaying irrigation cost, it will be many 
years before we experience the help that we need on drainage, and our soil will 
have long since ceased to be productive. Therefore, we urge the committee to 


g 
reject S. 1333. 


STATEMENT OF Herpert A, TreGs, 0F NAMPA, IDAHO 


I am Herbert A. Tiegs, of Nampa, Idaho, and I have been a farmer in Idaho 
since 1920. I am a firm believer in private enterprise and oppose the Federal 
Hells Canyon program. 

I feel Federal control will jeopardize water rights for future irrigation devel- 
opments, and, also believe, large blocks of power transmitted immediately to 
other regions will not be available for future use in Idaho. 

Also, since the Federal budget is not balanced, we should let private enterprise 


develop this project and make available more tax dollars to help reduce the 
Government debt. 


STATEMENT, OpposInc Hetts CANYON DAM, OF THE TWIN FALLS COMMUNITY 
FARM BUREAU, SIGNED BY CHARLES E. HARRIS, PRESIDENT 


We, as members of the Twins Falls Community Farm Bureau, wish to reaffirm 
our stand in opposition to a high dam at Hells Canyon. We represent a mem- 
bership of 127 farm families with their life savings invested in the farming 
enterprise in the Twin Falls community. As we understand the Constitution 
no Hells Canyon bill can be written that will protect our water rights. There- 
fore, we must oppose any Government-constructed dam. 


CHartes E. Harris, President. 


STATEMENT OF TWIN Fatts County PoMoNA GRANGE No. 11 


Twin Falls County Pomona Grange No. 11 reaffirms its stand opposing a 
Federal high dam at Hells Canyon. 


Hart A. Youne, Master. 


STATEMENT OF TWIN FALLS GRANGE, No. 216, S1GNEp By TeRRY SULLIVAN, MASTER 


We, the members of Twin Falls Grange No. 216, have in the past and present, 
gone on record as opposing the Federal Government constructing a high dam 
at Hells Canyon. 

Again by unanimous decision we voice our opposition to this project. We feel 
it would be impossible to adequately protect our previous water rights with the 
construction of the Government high dam. 


Terry SuLtivan, Master. 


STATEMENT OF TWIN Groves CANAL & IRRIGATION Co., St. ANTHONY, IDAHO, 
SIGNED By ALEX O, COLEMAN, SECRETARY-MANAGER 


The Twin Groves Canal & Irrigation Co., serving portions of Fremont County 
and approximately 54 farms in the area, wishes to express its opposition to 
Senate bill 1333, and similar legislation intended to authorize construction of 
a Federal dam at Hells Canyon, for the reason that we feel that this legislation 
would seriously impair the water rights of all Idaho citizens. 
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This is not a new subject in this area. We have heard all of the arguments 
for and against construction of such a dam through investment of tax funds 
and we are thoroughly convinced that there is no protection available under 
congressional legislation that will guarantee our water rights as against the 
Federal Government, 

ALEx O, COLEMAN, Secretary-Manager. 


STATEMENT OF UNITED STEELWORKERS OF AMERICA, District 38, SuBDISTRICT 7, 
SPOKANE, WASH., SIGNED BY OTTO ORR 


The United Steelworwers of America, CIO, in eastern Washington, Idaho, and 
Montana are very much interested in seeing the Hells Canyon high dam project 
on the Snake River built. The steelworkers perhaps are as much, if not more, 
interested than any other particular industry. We have aluminum plants, fabri- 
cating plants, mines and mills, all of which require a great amount of electricity. 
We have suffered many times in the city of Spokane and surrounding territories 
because of a power shortage, during which time thousands of our people were 
out of work. 

The power shortage in the Northwest is strictly a crime, perpetrated on the 
working people by selfish interests or by do-nothing attitudes on the part of others. 

The Grand Coulee Dam has proved that a public dam is feasible from the 
standpoint of money returned. This area in the Northwest has all the potential 
for a great industrial area of the United States. Only one thing is lacking, and 
that is plenty of power. The aluminum plants and the magnesium plant in Spo- 
kane are now operating partially on steam-produced power. 

Seven thousand steelworkers and their families will appreciate your every effort 
in pushing through the construction of a high dam in Hells Canyon. 

Respectfully yours, 
OrTo Ork, Subdistrict Director. 


STATEMENT By ALBERT C. ULLMAN, PRESIDENT, HetLs CANYON 
DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION, BAKER, OREG. 


A high Federal dam at Hells Canyon is vital to the national defense of the 
United States. 

The mighty Snake River is today untapped and undeveloped. Its waters are 
wasted away to the sea unused. 

At Hells Canyon are not only the great sheer walls of one of the world’s finest 
natural dam sites, but equally important, extending for 93 miles along the river 
above the dam site is a wild and virgin reservoir area capable of storing over 
4 million acre-feet of floodwater of the Snake. Only a high Federal dam at 
Hells Canyon can harness that great river for the need and the use and the 
defense of the people of America. 

There are many benefits from harnessing a great interstate river such as the 
Snake. Among them are flood control, irrigation, navigation, recreation, wild- 
life, storage control, and power. All are vital to the national welfare. Only 
the Federal Government can develop the river for all its multiple uses. 

Power is the most important of the multiple purpose benefits at Hells Canyon. 
The high Federal dam would not only fully utilize the power resources of the 
river, but would make them available in abundant supply and at low cost. 
This principle of electrical production was a vital factor in winning World 
War II through such projects as Grand Coulee, Bonneville, Boulder Dam, and 
others. 

It will likewise be a critical factor in determining the outcome of future wars. 
To revert ‘to a principle of underdevelopment, power scarcity, and high cost to 
the consumer, such as is exemplified by the power company plan on the river, 
would be foolhardy, short-sighted, and contrary to the lesson of national ex- 
perience. 

The Columbia River played a key role in ushering in the atomic age. Only 
a great project such as Grand Coulee could have supplied the tremendous 
energy requirements of the Hanford plant. 

The atomic age makes increasing demands for more and more low-cost elec- 
trical energy. Only your Grand Coulee and Hells Canyons can satisfy those 
demands, both for peace and war. 
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Our adversary in the cold war, the Soviet Union, is proceeding with long-range 
planning for its own rivers. We cannot afford to sacrifice such a critical de- 
fense resource to those who would offer it at the altar of piecemeal development 
for private profit. In this world struggle for survival the difference between 
utilizing this resource for its maximum development in the national interest; 
and, on the other hand, of giving it away for private restrictive use may well 
mean the difference between victory and defeat. The only way that the free 
world can survive is to mobilize and develop on a long-range plan its full re- 
sources and its full energy. 

Hells Canyon bears a particular relationship to the national economy and 
the national strength because of its geographical location in the rich mineral 
areas of the Central Snake Basin. Availability of low-cost power from a Fed- 
eral dam is the key to the utilization and development of these tremendous rich 
ore bodies that lie in this region. 

Adjacent to the reservoir area are great copper, iron, and lime deposits. The 
availability of sufficient power at low cost Bonneville rates, plus the water 
transportation the Hells Canyon Reservoir would afford, would bring those 
great deposits into production to strengthen the national economy. In ad- 
jacent areas are large quantities of chrome and manganese. In southern Idaho 
is the largest body of phosphate ore in America. 

Generally speaking, these are low-grade ores that require electric furnace 
processing for feasible operation. 

Hells Canyon would bring these and many other strategic minerals into the 
productive economy of the Northwest and the Nation. In the kind of world in 
which we are living we cannot afford not to utilize the tremendous mineral wealth 
of this area. 

Today, under the high-cost power formulas of the private monopoly of the Snake 
Basin those resources lie completely dormant and mining operations are at a 
standstill. In 2 years of hearings before the Federal Power Commission, the 
Idaho Power Co has never once offered to supply low-cost power for mineral 
development. It is obviously contrary to their policy to do so. 

Hells Canyon is a key defense project. It has the additional advantage of 
being the most easily defended of all the proposed Federal projects on the river, 
located in the deepest canyon on the North American Continent, surrounded by 
the 9,000 and 10,000-foot peaks of the Seven Devils and the Wallowas, it is vir- 
tually impregnable from attack. 

Hells Canyon is vital for national defense, but it is also essential to a sound 
expanding peacetime economy for this region and America. 

The high-cost monopoly-power policies in effect in the Snake Basin have held 
growth and development of this region to a minimum. With agricultural income 
declining and timber resources dwindling and the mining industry at a standstill 
the economy of this region is retrenching rather than expanding. Baker County 
had a loss of over 10 percent in population between 1940 and 1950 and that ratio 
of decline is continuing. Idaho’s population did not keep apace with its birth 
rate during those years. 

This declining economic situation can be directly traced to the monopolistic 
policies of utilities in this area. 

Whereas the Idaho Power Co. has virtual control of all the power-generating 
facilities of the Snake River above Weiser, Idaho, with potentially the cheapest 
hydroelectric development potential in America, the power rates of the Snake 
Basin are inexcusably high. Even worse, this power is not available at feasible 
rates for industrial development or for mineral processing. The Idaho Power 
Co. and its associated companies in the Snake Basin have ruthlessly fought any 
extension of low cost power into the Snake Basin area. 

Hells Canyon has offered the only major threat to this monopolistic control 
of the economic lifeline of this region. The Idaho Power Co. has fought this 
project with every means and propaganda at its command. 

It has joined with the other private utility companies of America in fabulous 
advertising ventures to deceive and distort the Hells Canyon issue to the people 
of America. 

The Idaho Power Co. has fought tooth and nail the extension of any Federal 
transmission lines into its area. Without any feasible interties with downstream 
areas the power company has testified time and again against Federal appro- 
priation for a Baker-La Grande intertie that would connect the two systems. 

The issue at Hells Canyon is whether the Federal Power Commission sha!! 
be allowed, as a political payoff to the private power monopoly, to give away 
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this great resource for private corporate advantage or whether Congress shall 
assume its traditional responsibility of determining the highest and best use of 
one of America’s greatest river resources. 

In the first instance, the resources of this great region shall lie buried and 
dormant under the weight of monopolistic suppression. 

In the second instance, through sound Federal wholesale marketing policies 
in the area the economy of the region will be freed, its great mineral resources 
opened for processing and development, making its full contribution to the 
peacetime and wartime economies of the nation. 

We are proud and happy that the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States have sent its distinguished Members into this area for regional 
hearings. 

We are confident that the Congress of the United States will not allow the 
Federal Power Commission to move in and take over its traditional prerogative 
of determining the fate of this mighty interstate river resource. 

We are sure that the Congress of the United States will not allow the 
potential of the Snake River to be given away for piecemeal and inadequate 
exploitation by a private corporation. 

We feel sure that the distinguished members who have come all the way to 
the Pacific Northwest to hear our testimony feel strongly enough about the 
future of this untapped and undeveloped national resource that they will insist 
on its full multiple purpose utilization for the people of all America, and for 
the future welfare and defense of the Nation, that they will go back to the 
National Capitol and fight for the only development that would accomplish these 
objectives—the high Federal dam as proposed by 8. 1333. 

We further hope that this committee will recognize the plight of this upper 
Snake region, caught in the web of a tight economic monopoly seeking ever 
to extend its influence and its domination, and that it will call for an investiga- 
tion, by appropriate Senate and House committees, of those monopolistic eco- 
nomie practices on the part of the private power and associated companies 
that are seeking to squeeze out competition, free enterprise, and freedom of 
expression, and who ruthlessly wreak its political vengeance upon its economic 
and political critics. 

We would like to know, and I’m sure you in Congress would like to know, why 
this Maine corporation controlled by large eastern syndicates, is allowed to 
use its rate payers’ money to wage a national campaign against competition and 
against river-development policies and principles so fundamental to the com- 
petitive system and to the defense of America. 

The issue at Hells Canyon is deep rooted. It goes back to Theodore Roosevelt, 
Gifford Pinchot, and George Norris, and every other great conservationist who 
contributed to the wise resource policies so dear to this committee of the House 
and Senate. 

Hells Canyon is the wedge by which they seek to topple and destroy the 
whole river system and 50 years of reclamation law. 

The people of this region implore the Congress to act swiftly and honestly to 
save this great dam site, to save this historical principle, and most of all, to save 
the great multipurpose potential of the mighty Snake River for the welfare and 
defense of America. 

ALBERT C,. ULLMAN. 


STATEMENT OF LEM UTTER, APPLETON GRANGE No. 127, IDAHO 


The Appleton Grange No. 127, membership of 72, stands opposed to the Hells 
Canyon high dam. 

They believe that it will jeopardize the water rights of the upper Snake River 
reclamation’s projects; that private dams will be able to generate all power 
available, make this power usable at a much earlier date and furnish a source 
of taxable revenue, whereas a Government project will be continued expense 
to the taxpayers. 

Also, we feel that a high dam can never be filled without taking the water from 
the previously established irrigation projects. 

Lem UTTER. 
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STATEMENT OF Mr. AND Mrs. H. F. VAN Attra, or BLackroot, IDAHO 


Both my husband and I are concerned over the renewed controversy over the 
high Hells Canyon Dam. We thought extensive hearings, satisfactory to both 
Republicans and Democrats, were held and that it was now up to the Federal 
Power Commission to render a decision. It seems to us that the new bills intro- 
duced in both the House and the Senate are simply to confuse the issue. There- 
fore, we wish to add our names to those opposed to the new bills being brought 
out and ask that you (Senator Henry C. Dworshak) continue to exert all possible 
influence in seeing that a decision is forthcoming on the previous hearings. 

We are very appreciative of the monthly reports and other pertinent informa- 
tion you (Senator Dworshak) send us from time to time. 

Mr. AND Mrs. H. F. VAN ATTA. 


STATEMENT OF D. A. VAN SLYKE, WILDER, IDAHO 


I speak on behalf of the highest official in the United States. I speak for 
private citizen, D. A. Van Slyke. 

I am a partner in a farming operation which annually pays an electricity bill 
of over $1,400. I have never yet plugged in an appliance or thrown a switch 
when there was not ample power to operate the machinery. Furthermore our 
business has never been denied additional power service when we requested it 
from our power company. 

I have not bought a new suit in the past 11 years. My wife’s newest coat 
is over 8 years old. My kids wish we could afford a television set. My family 
has outgrown our 4-room house. We would like to install a bathtub. We need 
to make provision for the college education of our youngsters 10 to 15 years hence, 

We would like to make substantial contributions to the support of our church 
and to the American Cancer Society as well as to the Heart fund. 

Under these conditions we do not care to invest our resources in powerplants. 
We have no objections to others investing in such plants if they see fit to do so; 
but we object to being forced by law to construct projects for which we have no 
need, thus being deprived of spending power which would give us more satisfac- 
tion spent for other goods and services. 

We would much rather run the risk of having our switches pulled for failure 
to pay our power bill than to have them pulled because we did not vote correctly. 

Thank you, 
D. A. VAN SLYKE. 


STATEMENT OF EMery L. VASSAR, OF VASSAR HATCHERY & FARM, CALDWELL, IDAHO 


I am opposed to the Hells Canyon project for the following reasons: 

First, I do not think the Federal Government should interfere or assume 
any responsibility that can be adequately handled by private money or private 
industry. It does not make sense to me for the Federal Government to spend 
around a half million dollars for Hells Canyon when a business-managed com- 
pany is ready, willing, and able to proceed now, at less cost, using venture 
capital. 

Second, Hells Canyon would pay no taxes, thereby placing a permanent burden 
on the taxpayers of this area; whereas, a private-owned project would pay 
millions of dollars annually to help support Federal, State, and local govern- 
ment. 

Third, based on the United States Constitution and Supreme Court decisions 
the Federal Government cannot guarantee State rights. Therefore, the Hells 
Canyon project would jeopardize the water rights of all present water users 
in our State which is the very life and blood of our agriculture. 

Fourth, the Federal Power Commission in its brief filed with the examiner 
on November 4, 1954, found that Idaho Power projects are best adapted to a 
comprehensive plan of development of Snake, as required by the Federal Power 
Act. I am also advised, from good authority that FPC’s legal staff has recom- 
mended that the Brownlee, Oxbow, and Hells Canyon projects proposed for 
development by Idaho Power Co. be authorized by the Commission instead of 
a Federal dam at the Hells Canyon site. 
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Fifth, I feel that it is undemocratic and un-American for the Federal Govern- 
ment to come into a community or State and attempt to deprive the individual 
citizen of his property rights and voting rights by forcing on the people a 
monstrosity such as the Hells Canyon project. An example of this kind of 
domination was effected in the State of California a short time ago, and I am 
opposed to this method of dictatorship in every respect. 

EMERY L. VASSAR. 


STATEMENT OF E. D. VINCENT, MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS, AMERICAN 
Fats RESERVOIR DISTRICT 


My name is E. D. Vincent and I live near Filer, Idaho. I settled on the 
Twin Falls tract in 1920 and farmed near Filer until my retirement a few 
years ago. 

I am a member of the board of directors of the American Falls Reservoir 
District and I am appearing here in behalf of the board of directors of the 
American Falls Reservoir District in opposition to the bills to authorize the 
Federal Hells Canyon Dam. 

The board of directors of the American Falls Reservoir District has repeat- 
edly placed itself on record in opposition to the proposed Federal Hells Canyon 
project. We are in full accord with the irrigation districts and canal companies 
representing the overwhelming majority of the irrigated acres in southern 
Idaho, comprising in excess of 24% million acres, which have passed resolutions 
in opposition to a Federal Hells Canyon project. 

The American Falls Reservoir District is an area comprising in excess of 
400,000 acres of irrigated land in southern Idaho in the counties of Bonneville, 
Bingham, Power, Gooding, Jerome, Elmore and Twin Falls. It is one of the 
largest, if not the largest, irrigation districts in the United States. It embodies 
various irrigating Systems between Idaho Falls and King Hill. Practically the 
entire area of land included in this district has been devoted to agriculture uses by 
irrigation for many years prior to 1920. The water supply is derived from the 
Snake River and is made available to the land by diversion through existing 
independent irrigation systems. In the early 1920’s it was found that while 
the water supply was adequate for the irrigation of the lands in normal years, 
due to the fluctuations of flow of the Snake the existing water suply was insuffi- 
cient for the complete irrigation of the lands in this area in low-water years 
and was insufficient for any expansion. The district was therefore organized 
in 1924 for the purpose of securing additional storage water. Investigations 
showed that the American Falls Reservoir site was the most advantageous and 
best situated of any sites in the watershed at that time. The Bureau of Reclama- 
tion became interested in the enterprise and entered into contracts wih various 
irrigation districts and canal companies in Snake River Valley in which it 
undertook to construct a reservoir at American Falls for the joint use and bene- 
fit of these districts and canal companies and for the Government’s proposed 
Minidoka extension project. The purpose of organizing this district was there- 
fore to secure additional storage water and to provide a means of financing the 
eost and to participate in the operation and maintenance of the reservoir along 
with the other owners. The district issued bonds and paid the United States 
in full for its share of American Falls before the reservoir was even con- 
structed. This constituted approximately one-half of the cost of this great dam 
which has a reservoir capacity of 1,700,000 acre-feet. 

The American Falls Reservoir District therefore feels that it has a real stake 
in the development of irrigation in southern Idaho. Our main objection to the 
proposed Federal Hells Canyon project is that we believe it would constitute 
a threat to our existing water rights, as well as a threat to future water rights 
that will be required to irrigate many hundreds of thousands of acres in the 
future. The future development and economy of southern Idaho depends upon 
the complete utilization of its only source of water—the Snake River and its 
tributaries. There are now being irrigated in southern Idaho approximately 
2,600,000 acres and this is only the beginning. It is estimated that there are an 
additional 2 million acres of irrigable land that can be irrigated from Snake 
River. We are definitely opposed to any limitation on the future irrigation 
development of Idaho, and we feel that the Federal Hells Canyon dam if con- 
structed would constitute a definite threat not only to future development but 
also to our existing water rights. We do not believe that any protective language 
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can be placed in this bill which would protect us in the future. I would like 
to add that this proposed project is purely a power project and will not irrigate 
an acre of land. After all power is available from other sources but you just 
cannot manufacture water. 

Furthermore, we are opposed to the construction of the proposed Federal Hells 
Canyon Dam because we believe that where private enterprise is willing and able 
to develop power sites in this stretch of the river that it should be permitted 
to proceed under the laws of the State of Idaho. We heartily endorse the partner- 
ship policy of water resource development. In fact, it has long been used in this 
State. An example is our own district where we financed approximately half 
the cost of building American Falls Dam. More than 90 percent of the irrigation 
development in the Snake River Valley has been initiated by private enterprise. 
It has worked successfully in the past and I see no reason why it will not work 
successfully in the future. Furthermore, if this dam is constructed by the 
Federal Government the State of Idaho will not receive any taxes which are 
badly needed by the State. On the other hand, if constructed by private enter- 
prise, the taxes payable to the State will greatly lighten the heavy taxation burden 
now being borne by our own citizens. 

We further opposed to these bills because we understand that the question 
whether the Hells Canyon stretch of the river should be developed by the Federal 
Government or by private enterprise has been submitted to the Federal Power 
Commission after lengthy hearings on the applications of the Idaho Power Co. 
Congress has given that agency the duty and responsibility to decide this ques- 
tion. Certainly Congress should not attempt to take any action in this matter 
until after the Federal Power Commission has handéd down its decisions on the 
Idaho Power Co.’s applications. 

I want to emphasize again, however, that our primary concern is the protection 
of our water rights which we believe are threatened by this proposed project. 


STATEMENT OF OGLE WALL, THE NORTH POMONA GRANGE No. 6 


The North Side Pomona Grange No. 6 representing approximately 500 members 
has consistently voted unanimously as being opposed to the building of a high 
dam at Hells Canyon by the Federal Government when private capital is available 
and anxious to develop the power to full capacity at no cost to the taxpayer. 


OaLE WALL. 


STATEMENT OF WATER Users UnpeR NortuH Sipe Cana Co., Lip. AND Woop 
RIVER AND AMERICAN FALLS CANAL Co., GoopInG, IDAHO 


Smrs: We are definitely in favor of the one and only high Federal dam in 
Hells Canyon. Why should anyone fear losing his irrigation water, when he is 
protected by section 8 of the Reclamation Act? 

We as water users under the North Side Canal Co., Ltd., and the Wood River 
end American Falls Canal Co. send our approval of the construction of the high 
Federal dam. 

Respectfully, 

FRANK POTTER. 
Harorp M, GInTry. 
OLIVER C. NIELSON. 
OpaL KELLEY. 
Davip Kerry. 
Vrron LANE. 


STATEMENT OF WENDELL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, WENDELL, IDAHO 


The Wendell Chamber of Commerce met in regular session on February 12, 
1952, and entertained much discussion on the subject of a high Federal dam in 
Hells Canyon. The group favored private development of this reach of the river, 
because they didn’t believe that tax money should be spent on such a project, 
when private enterprise is ready, willing, and able to develop the same area of 
the river. 

GEORGE WAULER. 
R. O. Warp, 
Representatives. 


«vale 


a pl ane ti eal Sa 


Slimeewialas 





a tn SRB tale lito 


MEA ES 


ay 


Taha 


pense at. 


oe 


HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON LOS9 


STATEMENT OF Louts C. WessLER, FARMER, NEW PLYMOUTH, IDAHO 


One hears so much about the beneficial features of Hells Canyon high dam 
project that he wonders which one will aid him most. Our family has analyzed 
this project from an irrigation farmer’s viewpoint. 

We found that the financial support of present and future irrigation projects 
from the sale of power will certainly benefit us as will the lower power rates 
aiding fertilizer development in the Western States. The present and future 
shortage of lower cost fertilizers certainly demands some immediate attention. 

Also the large storage capacity of the high dam will permit regulation of the 
downstream level of the river, thus creating new navigational possibilities. Upon 
investigation we find that transportation by water is almost twice as cheap as 
any type of transportation on land, so shipping costs of our farm products will 
be affected greatly. 

With more available low-cost electricity, industries may arise employing added 
personnel. This industrial population will surely create new markets for more 
farm produce. 

Many of the people we have discussed the high dam project with agreed this 
great potential key damsite should not be wasted through inadequate develop- 
ment for the few—but rather complete development for the benefit of all. 

Sincerely yours, 
Louis C. WESSLER. 


STATEMENT OF A. B. Wauire, Boise, IbpAHo 


The undersigned has lived in Idaho since 1892 and has seen Idaho develop 
from jackrabbits and sagebrush to one of the most highly productive States in 
the Union. 

This unimpeachable fact we owe very largely to the Idaho Power Co. and its 
predecessors and it would be criminal politics to refuse us the permit for the 
Idaho Power Co. to build its three dams in Hells Canyon for the benefit of all the 
people in Idaho who own the waters of the Snake River. 

A. B. Wuire. 


STATEMENT OF O. C. WHITING, WEISER, IDAHO 


I hereby respectively protest the Federal Government’s development of the 
proposed Hells Canyon project, because : 

1, Powerwise it will rob the local taxing units of greatly needed revenues. 

2. Flood control is inadequate because as proposed will only take care of the 
large coast cities and leaves the inland towns as is. It does not offer control of 
the floodwaters from the Clearwater and Salmon Rivers. 

3. With firm offers in hand from private enterprise let’s still participate in the 
successful pioneering spirit that has made this country great. 

O. C. WHITING. 





STATEMENT OF GEORGE WHORTON, OWNER OF THE INDEPENDENT ENTERPRISE 
NEWSPAPER, PAYETTE, IDAHO 


I am opposed to the construction of a dam at Hells Canyon by the Government 
for three reasons : 

1. I do not believe it is the place of Government to become engaged in any 
business. Its functions should be limited to those which cannot be accomplished 
by private enterprise. 

2. Private enterprise can and is willing to develop the Hells Canyon stretch 
of the Snake River. There is no excuse for spending hundreds of millions of tax 
dollars to advance this socialistic scheme. 

3. The Federal Power Commission has been established by Congress to make a 
thorough, technical study of such applications as have been filed by Idaho Power 
Co. for the full development of Hells Canyon. The Federal! Power Commission 
staff has already recommended that licenses be granted to the company because 
its plan is best in the public interest. We should abide by the decision of the 
Federal Power Commission when it is made, and put an end to the constant 


delays that have deprived power users of orderly and timely development of the 
canyon. 
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I believe in the least Government and the least Federal expense possible. A 
quarter of a century ago, we would have thought it utterly impossible for Gov- 
ernment to become engaged in business as extensively as it is today, creating 
an additional heavy drain on the taxpayer and moving toward a socialistic econ- 
omy. TVA, years ago, was announced as a flood-control project. Sponsors then 
didn’t dare admit that Government was starting to go into business in a big 
way, in unfair competition with private enterprise. Today, we see this thing for 
what it is—a public-power dynasty, which has spread to other parts of the 
Nation and from hydro power to steam—a bureaucracy feeding on the taxpayers’ 
money. 

To me, this is foreign to the traditionally sound American way of government 
and business. 

Private enterprise can do the job in Hells Canyon, and be productive of tax 
revenues to local, State, and Federal Governments. It can do the job sooner, 
cheaper, and better—without expense to taxpayers. The proposal for a Federal 
dam at Hells Canyon is a political proposal, backed by the same sponsors who 
have promoted the formation of a Columbia Valley Authority. Idaho citizens 
have demonstrated time and again they want no part of either. 

GEORGE WHARTON. 


STATEMENT OF WILFORD IRRIGATION & MANUFACTURING Co., ST. ANTHONY, IDAHO, 
SIGNED BY Henry Trupp, Sr., PRESIDENT 


We, the directors of the Wilford Irrigation & Manufacturing Co., after con- 
siderable study, wish to express our unalterable opposition to the bill which pro- 
vides for the erection of a Federal dam at Hells Canyon. We wish to reaffirm the 
statements made in Resolution No. 11 passed in the annual water meeting of 
district 36 held at Idaho Falls, Idaho, March 7, 1955, which sets forth our reasons 
for such opposition. 

Henry Trupp, Sr., President. 


STATEMENT, Opposing Hetits CANyon Dam, or W. R. Wits, Botse, IpaAno 


I favor the Idaho Power Co. plan for developing the Snake River for several 
reasons. 

I do not favor a socialistic government or plan. If the advocates of the high 
dam would call their plan socialistic, which it is, they would lose the greater 
part of their support by the voting public. 

The high dam cost is entirely too high when comparable results can be obtained 
at a fraction of the cost. Also Idaho Power is a taxpaying enterprise. 

The Congress or Féderal Government has had many years in which to at least 
authorize the high dam. I am in favor of letting the organization that is ready 
to do the job, go ahead now. I cannot understand anyone in public office taking 
a dog-in-the-manger attitude on this issue or any other. 

I am a construction man and have worked on both public and private enter- 
prises. The waste of both time and material on public jobs is to me appalling. 

Let’s stop playing politics at the expense of the public and get the job done now. 
If another war were to come upon us, I believe, we would need this power very 
badly. 

At the time Grand Coulee and Hoover Dams were built, I believe, there was a 
need for public power, but, I believe, that now our greatest need is to keep away 
from socialism and return to private enterprise. 

Let’s keep the control of our water and power in the Northwest where it belongs. 

Very sincerely yours, 
W. R.WILLIs. 


STATEMENT OF WINGVILLE GraNceE, No. 650, S1gnep By EprrH Mortn, SECRETARY, 
AND Truscott IRBY, MASTER 


The Wingville Grange, No. 650, goes on record as favoring the building of the 
high dam so as to give a complete system for the full development of the Columbia 
River. 

We feel the future of our Nation and that of the Pacific Northwest will greatly 
benefit from such a dam. 

There is no substitute for a high dam at Hells Canyon. We feel the high dam 
is a must and cannot be shoved aside. 
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Whereas we, the Grange, being a farm organization we know well what the 
high dam means to us for the benefit of agriculture. 

Hells Canyon high dam is needed for low-cost power for farming, workers, and 
industry. 

Hells Canyon is needed for new acres. While we have huge huge surpluses 
on hand now, with our teremendous growth of population these surpluses will 
soon be used and the new acres will be needed. It is the future that we should 
build for now to keep us a strong and a healthy Nation. 

Hells Canyon is needed to provide new payrolls, and taxes to the Pacific 
Northwest. 

We believe that authorization for construction of high dam at Hells Canyon 
by the Federal Government should be given immediate authorization by Congress. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Truscorr Irpy, Master. 
Epirh Morin, Secretary. 


STATEMENT OF JACK WoOODMANSER, OF Boise, IDAHO 


I have been a resident of Idaho for the past 10 years and earlier in my life I 
was an architect on construction of the Bonneville Dam. I have worked in 
engineering and architectural work practically all of my life and I am very 
much opposed to the Federal Government building a high dam at Hells Canyon. 

I also am opposed to the Government in business due to the fact that they are 
not nearly as economical as private enterprise. I favor private enterprise devel- 
oping all of the natural resources in the area, 

JACK WooDMANSEE. 


STATEMENT OF H. B. YEARSLEY, OF POCATELLO, IDAHO 


As a citizen and property owner in the State of Idaho, I feel sure that the 
best interests of this State would be by having private enterprise develop the 
three low dams in the Snake River, and forget the high Hells Canyon Dam, as 
proposed by some of our more vociferous people. 

It is my firm opinion that the noise made by Hells Canyon Gracie Pfost is 
not representative of the majority of the people in Idaho, nor in the West. We 
are no longer to be fooled by the prospects of low power cost subsidized by the 
Government. 

Those of us in the West who have seen what private enterprise can do, feel 
that private enterprise is still capable of carrying the business load of the State 
of Idaho and the West. None of us ever got anything for nothing and low-cost 
power isn’t any exception. Personally, I’m awfully tired of putting up with 
Government-subsidized competition to business, tax-exempt organizations and 
increased taxes on legitimate corporations and individuals, 

H. B. YEARSLEY. 





STATEMENT OF THE Woop RIVER CENTER GRANGE, NO. 87, SHOSHONE, IDAHO, SIGNED 
BY LULA HALL, SECRETARY 
Hon. HAMER Bupeg, 
Washington, D. 0. 


Dear Sime: At the February 12 meeting of Wood River Center Grange, No. 87, 
Shoshone, Idaho, it was voted we go on record as opposing a Federal high dam 
in Hells Canyon. We are so advising our four Members in Congress. 

We trust this information will be of some help to you. 

Very respectfully, 
LuLa HALL, Secretary. 


STATEMENT OF YOUNG DEMOCRATIC CLUBS OF IDAHO, Borse, IDAHO, SIGNED BY 
CHESTER W. GRAHAM, PRESIDENT 


The Young Democratic Clubs of Idaho at their State convention held in Boise 
April 3, 1954 voted unanimously in favor of Federal legislation for the construc- 
tion of a high dam in Hells Canyon, with the provision that State water rights 
be protected; 16 irrigated counties of southern Idaho and 4 counties of northern 
Idaho were represented at the above convention. 
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It is the very strong feeling of the young Democrats of Idaho that the great 


water storage area upstream from the proposed Hells Canyon dam site should 
be developed to its maximum use. 
Respectfully submitted. 


CHESTER W. GRAHAM, President. 


Individual letters were received from the following persons : 


Fred Loddewig, Route 1, Caldwell, Idaho 
Mrs. Fred Loddewig, Route 1, Caldwell, [Idaho 
Lonnie Howell, Caldwell, Idaho 
Fred J. Rose, Route 5, Caldwell, Idaho 
Rolf B. Horn, Route 5, Caldwell, Idaho 
Millard C. Beskey, Route 5, Caldwell, Idaho 
V. L. Roberts, Route 5, Caldwell, Idaho 
J. B. Horne, Route 5, Caldwell, Idaho 
A. V. VanZant, Route 5, Caldwell, Idaho 
George Dimico, 2324 East First Avenue, Spokane, Wash. 
Earl H. Thompson, 1123 East Indiana, Spokane, Wash. 
Cecil P. Leigh and Lena L. Leigh, Parma, Idaho 
R. M. Wetherell, State senator, Mountain Home, Idaho 
Edward Emerine, 3204 Overland, Boise, Idaho 
Mrs. M. R. Bennett, 1018 North Seventh Street, Boise, Idaho 
Floyd Goss and Mrs. Floyd Goss, 1325 California Street, Gooding, Idaho 
H. D. Fahrenwald, Gooding, Idaho 
Harold L. Harding, 826 Utah Street, Gooding, Idaho 
Loren Watson, Gooding, Idaho 
Mrs. Edwin M. Holden and Edwin M. Holden, Supreme Court, Boise, Idaho 
Arthur J. Pahe, Burley, Idaho 
D. L. Clayton, Burley, Idaho 
L. J. Kessinger, Declo, Idaho 
A. D. Wilcox, Paul, Idaho 
W. A. Pierce, Rupert, Idaho 
Mr. and Mrs. A. B, Smyth, Rural Route 1, Rupert, Idaho 
Rino Gricenti, Rupert, Idaho 
Edwin W. Ames, Heyburn, Idaho 
Mrs. John M. Bunn, 1205 Warm Springs Avenue, Boise, Idaho 
Grover and Robert Vest, Route 2, Nyssa, Oreg. 
Eugene Pratt, Route 1, Nyssa, Oreg. 
teorge Donart, Idaho First National Bank Building, Weiser, Idaho 
Kenneth H. Daniel, Rural Route 2, Gooding, Idaho 
Max Wennstrom, 218 Nevada Street, Gooding, Idaho 
William Bacus, 117 Ochsner Avenue, Gooding, Idaho 
Kurt Westendorf, Route 2, Gooding, Idaho 
Earl S. Larsen, Route 1, Nyssa, Oreg. 
Jane R. Larsen, Route 1, Nyssa, Oreg. 
W. J. Coblantz, King Hill, Idaho 
Geesii and Jansje Stam, Route 2, Nyssa, Oreg. 
Foster Robertson, Route 2, Parma, Idaho 
James H. Stephens, Route 1, Box 119, Caldwell, Idaho 
Jim Robinson, 257 West 15th Street, Idaho Falls, Idaho 
Charles Dean, Route 1, Fruitland, Idaho 
Dean A. Clark, Shoshone, Idaho 
Johnnie Daniels, Jr., Shoshone, Idaho 
E. L. Hoodenpye, 339 Idaho Street, Gooding, Idaho 
Jim Sims, Shoshone, Idaho 
Pearl] J. Blackwood, Shoshone, Idaho 
J.C. Harrington, Gooding, Idaho 
E. G. Lenker, Rural Free Delivery, Hagerman, Idaho 
©. D. Finck, Gooding, Idaho 
John Junkert, Gooding, Idaho 
Carl Kerner, Jr., Shoshone, Idaho 
Elmer Jones, Shoshone, Idaho 
Charles Adams, Gooding Idaho 
H. Clark, Shoshone, Idaho 
Cliff Scott, Shoshone, Idaho 
O. M. Bartholomew, Gooding, Idaho 
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Elden L. Guthrie, Shoshone, Idaho 

Karl Voss, Shoshone, Idaho 

Charles E. Jones, Shoshone, Idaho 

Lyle H. Schnitker, Route 2, Twin Falls, Idaho 

Russell Kelley, Shoshone, Idaho 

©. W. Jones, Shoshone, ldaho 

Kenneth Colbe, Gooding, Idaho 

Alice Glover, Gooding, Ldaho 

K. K. Glover, Gooding, Idaho 

Mr. and Mrs. J. W. Bodenhofer, Route 1, Gooding, Idaho 
Dwight Estep, Wendell, Idaho 

Carl Harder, Buhl, Idaho 

George R. L. Smit & Sons, Route 2, Parma, Idaho 

Victor DalSoglio, Rupert, Idaho 

BE. 8. DalSoglio, Route 1, Rupert, Idaho 

Mollie Carotta, Rural Free Delivery 1, Rupert, Idaho 
Bernice DalSoglio, Rupert, Idaho 

Peter Gnemi, Route 1, Rupert, Idaho 

Carolin H. Miller, 1415 Fort Street, Boise, Idaho 

Archie Carlotta, Route 1, Rupert, Idaho 

Mrs. E. L. DalSoglio, Route 1, Rupert, Idaho 

Mrs. Angela Purin, Route 1, Rupert, Idaho 

Mario M. Purin, Route 1, Rupert, Idaho 

Andrew H, Frees, Dietrich, Idaho 

James H. Hawley, Jr., 416 McCarty Building, Boise, Idaho 
H. H. Freedheim, 31444 Second Avenue, East, Twin Falls, Idaho 
Charlie Feckner, Wendell, Idaho 

W. H. Mayes, Meridian, Idaho 

Mrs. F. M. Keller, Meridian, Idaho 

I’, M. Keller, Meridian, Idaho 

Ralph H. Hall, Box 38, Glenns Ferry, Idaho 

Leroy Herrman, Nyssa, Oreg. 

Glenn E. Hall, Glenns Ferry, Idaho 

Albert Asson, Route 2, Rupert, Idaho 

T. J. Lindl, Heyburn, Idaho 

Glenn O. Anderson, Rupert, Idaho 

Harry Berg, Burley, Idaho 

Len Loring, 318 Jefferson Street, Boise, Idaho 

Milton W. Branch, Midvale, Idaho 

Stuart Dopf, Cambridge, Idaho 

Mrs. L. R. Lambert, Cambridge, Idaho 

R. D. Gallafent, 427 North Main Street, Pocatello, Idaho 
Herald J. Cox, Meridian, Idaho 

Ray Duncan, P. O. Box 554, Ontario, Oreg. 

J.D. Bennett, Ontario, Oreg. 

H. F. Logue, (no address given) 

R. J. Neider, North of City, Pocatello, Idaho 

Carl N. Hendrix, Buhl, Idaho 

Vernon V. Sparks, Box 65, Caldwell, Idaho 

Werner A. Henningsen, Payette, Idaho 

Edson H. Deal, 311 11th Avenue South, Nampa, Idaho 
BE. D. Ford, Route 4, Weiser, Idaho 

L. R. Lambert, Cambridge, Idaho 

Carl Bumgarner, Cambridge, Idaho 

Harold Koenig, Twin Falls, Idaho 

Mrs. Clare J. Lorton, Cambridge, Idaho 

Neil R. Fitch, Payette, Idaho 

R. T. Whiteman, M. D., Cambridge, Idaho 

Mr. and Mrs. R. A. Griffith, 129 East Pine, Meridian, Idaho 
KE. L. Collins, Nampa, Idaho 

Mabel B. Collins, Nampa, Idaho 

M. BE. McNutt, (no address given) 

Mrs. R. W. Hopper, 507 10th Avenue South, Nampa, Idaho 
Mr. R. W. Hopper, 507 10th Avenue South, Nampa, Idaho 
Robert L. Kriner, Route 1, Vale, Oreg. 
“Norman Thomason, Route 1, Baker, Oreg. 

Dick Haynes, Route 1, Baker, Oreg. 
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Merrill Gee, Gooding, Idaho 

Therald Casto, Shoshone, Idaho 

Roy Walston, Gooding, Idaho 

William J. Daykin, Route 1, Wendell, Idaho 

Mrs. Grace Campbell, 120 Bridge Street, Baker, Oreg. 

James A. Hartman, U. S. 20-95 and Locker Avenue, Parmer, Idaho 
Fred J. Schuetz, Baker, Oreg. 

Cecil Sturgill, 2646 Main Street, Baker, Oreg. 

Clay M. Burnum, Route 1, Gooding, Idaho 

Mary C. Potter, Ontario, Oreg. 


The following petitions were received from— 
Emmett, Idaho, 94 signatures 
Pocatello, Baker, Nampa, Roberts, Blackfoot, 262 signatures 
Heyburn, Paul, Burley, Pocatello, Rupert, Bonley, Twin Falls, Minidoka, 175 
signatures 


(Emmett, Idaho) 


PETITION TO INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS SENATE COMMITTEE IN SUPPORT OF 
HicH Hetits CANYON DAM 


We, the undersigned businessmen, farmers, and laborers of Gem County, 
Idaho, do hereby go on record as favoring the Government building one high 
dam in Hells Canyon, on the Snake River. 

(Ninety-four signatures. ) 


(Pocatello, Baker, Nampa, Roberts, Blackfoot, Idaho) 


We, the undersigned, are in favor of the United States Government building 


the Hells Canyon Dam. 5 : 
(Two hundred sixty-two signatures. ) 


(Heyburn, Paul, Burley, Pocatello, Rupert, Borby, Twins Falls, Minidoka, 
Idaho) 


A PETITION TO THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 


We, the unlersigned citizens of the United States, believing that construc- 
tion of a high dam at Hells Canyon on the Snake River between Idaho and 
Oregon will assure maximum comprehensive multipurpose development of the 
middle Snake, and will contribute materially to the economic growth of the 
region and the national economy and security, do respectfully petition that 
Senate bill 1333, authorizing a Federal multiple-purpose high dam at Hells 
Canyon, be passed by the Congress. 

(One hundred seventy-five signatures. ) 


The following resolutions were received : 
RESOLUTION OF THE ABERDEEN CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, ABERDEEN, IDAHO 


Whereas we believe that the State of Idaho does have and desires to main- 
tain State constitutional privileges regarding existing and future water laws 
in the State of Idaho; and 

Whereas we believe that additional water rights will be needed in the future 
for vast areas of presently nonarable land in Idaho, and 

Whereas regardless of the development of Hells Canyon present and future 
upstream rights in the Snake River and Snake River drainage should not be 
jeopardized ; and 

Whereas we believe that future development of industry in Idaho will depend 
upon additional power development through our natural resources in Idaho; and 

Whereas we believe that economic justice can best be won by freemen through 
free enterprise: Be it 
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Resolved, That all water and water rights in the upper Snake River and 
Snake River drainages be controlled and regulated through rights of Idaho 
State constitution ; be it further 

Resolved, That evidence accumulated by the Federal Power Commission be 
used as authority for development of Hells Canyon Dam; be it further 

Resolved, That since private enterprise is main source of building tax re- 
sources in Idaho we favor private development of Hells Canyon dams wherever 
feasible and practical. 

RoNALD Ensien, President. 
MARVIN LINSCHEID, Secretary. 





RESOLUTION OF AMERICAN F'Atts ReserRvorR District No. 2, Gooprne, IDAHO 


Whereas the American Falls Reservoir District No. 2, an irrigation district 
of the State of Idaho, comprising 98,667 acres of land situate in Gooding, Je- 
rome, and Lincoln Counties, and embodying more than 1,000 farm families and 
several urban communities, the larger communities being Gooding with a popu- 
lation of 3,080, Shoshone with a population of 1,500, and Richfield with a popu- 
lation of 400, is vitally interested in the preservation and protection of the water 
right and priorities of such irrigation district, which water rights depend largely 
upon the waters of Snake River, such district owning four-seventeenth of the 
storage space in American Falls Reservoir, situate in the Snake River at Amer- 
ican Falls, in addition to a natural flow right in Snake River; and 

Whereas said district and its inhabitants have invested very large sums in 
acquiring their water rights and irrigation system, which investments, in addi- 
tion to the original outlays for a Carey Act system and other investments, in- 
cluding the more recently contracted for purchase of said interest in American 
Falls Reservoir and the construction of an expensive canal 40 miles in length 
in order to bring. the waters in Snake River to the project, such more recent ex- 
penditures totaling $6,685,200, of which more than 50 percent has been repaid, 
with the net result that many pioneer families have their life’s work and sav- 
ings invested in said project, and are therefore most vitally concerned with the 
welfare of the district and the protection of its water rights; and 

Whereas after careful consideration this district has determined that a high 
Hells Canyon Dam is not for the best interests of this district, its users and 
those similarly situated, that said type of dam will seriously jeopardize and 
permanently injure this district’s water rights in the Snake River and its trib- 
utaries, that it is contrary in many respects to the basic constitutional provisions 
and water laws and traditions of the State of Idaho, and if adopted will result 
in a radical and dangerous departure from long-prevailing and satisfactory ir- 
rigation practices by which valuable real property values have become fixed, and 
under which thousands of settlers and landowners by years and years of hard 
labor and the expenditure of substantial sums of money have established their 
homes and properties ; and 

Whereas the major source of the district’s irrigation water is from the Snake 
River, therefore the district is especially interested in the preservation and prop- 
er utilization of the waters of Snake River, and strongly urges that the power 
possibilities on Snake River shotld be developed by private interests which are 
able, ready, and willing to do so, since in case of such development our district 
is capable of protecting and preserving its very costly and very valuable prior 
rights and heritage for future generations—whereas, if the Hells Canyon Dam 
be built by the Government it is conceivable that the priority of our water right 
may be permanently or irreparable damaged ; Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the President and Board of Directors of American Falls Reser- 
voir District No. 2, That such district again expresses its positive and forceful 
opposition to the United States proceeding with the construction of the high Hells 
Canyon Dam. 

Dated at Gooding, Idaho, March 31, 1955. 

BE. G. Gooprne, 
President. 
LUBLENE ESTABROOKS, 
Secretary. 
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RESOLUTION OF AMERICAN FALLS RESERVOIR District No. 2, 
GOODING AND LINCOLN COUNTIES, IDAHO 


Whereas the American Falls Reservoir District No. 2, an irrigation district 
of the State of Idaho, comprising 98,450 acres of land situate in Gooding and 
Lincoln counties, is vitally interested in the preservation and protection of the 
water rights and priorities of such district and its members and users, which 
water rights include rights in the flow of Snake River by virtue of the fact that 
said district is the owner of four-seventeenths of the storage space in American 
Falls Reservoir, situate near American Falls, Idaho, and also is the owner of 
a natural flow right in the Snake River; and 

Whereas H. R. 4740 of the 82d Congress of the United States, being a bill to 
authorize the construction, operation, and maintenance of the initial phase of 
the Snake River reclamation project by the Secretary of the Interior, com- 
monly known as the Hells Canyon bill, has come to the attention of this district, 
and after careful consideration this district has determined that said bill is not 
for the best interests of this district, its users and those similarly situated, that 
said bill will seriously jeopardize and permanently injure this district’s water 
rights in the Snake River and its tributaries, that it is contrary in many respects 
to the basic constitutional provisions and water laws and traditions of the 
State of Idaho, and if adopted will result in a radical and dangerous departure 
from long-prevailing and satisfactory irrigation practices by which valuable 
real property values have become fixed, and under which thousands of settlers 
and land owners by years and years of hard labor and the expenditure of sub- 
stantial sums of money have established their homes and properties; and 

Whereas said bill will tend to further burden with nongovernmental func- 
tions a government whose efficiency and effectiveness are already seriously 
hampered by such activities, and will deprive private citizens of the United 
States of the privilege of carrying on said work and business: Now, therefore 
be it 

Resolved, That it is the unanimous consensus of opinion of the board of di- 
rectors of the American Falls Reservoir District No. 2, at its regular meeting held 
at Gooding Idaho, March 4, 1952, that it is opposed to the United States or any of 
its bureaus proceeding as contemplated by said bill, H. R. 4740; and be it fur- 
ther 

Resolwed, That copies of this resolution be given to the press and sent to the 
Idaho congressional delegation. 

E. D. VINCENT. 





RESOLUTION OF THE BANNOCK COUNTY REPUBLICAN WOMEN’S LEAGUE 
PRESENTED BY MRS. TWAYNE AUSTIN, PRESIDENT 


Mr. Chairman, my name is Mrs. Twayne Austin of Pocatello, Idaho. I am the 
president of the Bannock County Republican Women’s League. 

On April 1, 1955, our club, in a meeting, discussed the bills introduced into the 
present session of Congress by various legislators seeking to provide for the 
construction by the Federal Government of a high dam at Hells Canyon on the 
Snake River. In our discussion we considered the fact that previous bills, sim- 
ilar in scope, have been introduced in prior sessions of Congress and were twice 
defeated. In 1952 the House subcommittee held exhaustive hearings, and then 
voted to table the matter by a unanimous bipartisan vote. We concluded that 
the objectives which this legislation seeks to achieve, are not in accord with our 
country’s historical belief and faith in private enterprise, and that the net result 
of passing these bills would be to place the Federal Government in direct compe- 
tition with its citizens in a field and a place where private enterprise has indi- 
cated a desire and ability to proceed with a comprehensive plan of development. 

Our members are aware of the fact that the Federal Power Commission has 
engaged in a long and undoubtedly expensive hearing to determine whether the 
plans for construction of dams by the Idaho Power Co. are best suited to the de- 
velopment of this stretch of the Snake River, and our club concluded that the 
Federal Power Commission, as an agency of the Federal Government, is certainly 
qualified to render a decision upon this matter, and that both ourselves and 
Congress should abide by the decision of the Commission. 

After giving consideration to all of these factors our organization passed a 
resolution as follows: 
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Whereas there has been recently introduced in the Congress of the United 
States certain bills designed to authorize the construction by the Federal Gov- 
ernment of a high dam at Hells Canyon; and 

Whereas the Idaho Power Co. has presently pending before the Federal Power 
Commission applications for the construction of three dams in the Hells Canyon 
stretch of the Snake River, which applications are awaiting decision by the Fed- 
eral Power Commission ; and 

Whereas we believe that the Federal Power Commission is best qualified to 
examine and determine the merits of the proposed plan of construction; and 

Whereas we believe that in those fields of endeavor where private enterprise is 
willing and able to undertake the job of development, the Federal Government 
should not spend tax money to enter into competition with those taxpaying 
private agencies : now, therefore, be it 

Resolwed by the Bannock County Republican Women’s League, That the league 
is opposed to Federal construction of a high dam at Hells Canyon as not being 
in the best interests of our country and that we request our Congressman and 
Senators to oppose passage of these bills; and further 

Resolved, That the president of our league be instructed to have a copy of 
this resolution made and that she present said resolution at a hearing to be 
held in Boise, Idaho, on April 4, 1955, to clearly indicate our opposition. 


RESOLUTION OF THE Bia Woop CANAL Co., SHOSHONE, IDAHO, SIGNED BY A. C, 
THOMPSON, PRESIDENT 


Whereas the Big Wood Canal Co., a corporation organized under the laws.of 
the State of Idaho and generally known as a Carey Act Operating Co., operating 
at Shoshone, Idaho, which company has outstanding 74,514.8 shares of stock, 
each share of stock representing irrigation waters for 1 acre of land, is directly 
and vitally interested in the irrigation waters afforded by Snake River and its 
tributaries ; and 

Whereas the original water supply of said Canal Co. and the lands within its 
project was afforded by the waters of Big Wood River and Magic Reservoir, 
located in said river, which original supply proving seriously inadequate supple- 
mental irrigation waters were procured from Snake River ; and 

Whereas to a considerable extent-the Big Wood Canal Co. and American Falls 
Reservoir District No. 2 serve the same lands and the interests of this company 
and said district are joint: Now, therefore, the Big Wood Canal Co. at its regular 
monthly meeting held at Shoshone April 1, 1955, acting through its president 
and board of directors does unanimously 

Resolve, That it joins in the resolution being submitted to the same hearing 
by said American Falls District No. 2, and this Canal Co. does further resolve 
that it is detinitely and forcefully opposed to the United States proceeding with 
the construction of the high Hells Canyon Dam, such Canal Co. preferring and 
advocating that the development of the power facilities of Snake River be rele- 
gated to private companies and private enterprise. 


Dated at Shoshone, Idaho, April 1, 1955. 
A. C. THompson, President. 





RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE BINGHAM CoUNTY FarM BUREAU, 
PRESENTED BY ROBERT SASSER, CHAIRMAN 


During the regular monthly meeting of the board of directors of the Bingham 
County Farm Bureau, held March 28, 1955, the following resolution was unani- 
mously passed by the board with all locals fully represented. 

Resolved: That we the Bingham County Farm Bureau refer to our original 
resolution on the Hells Canyon issue. Also to request that the Idaho congres- 
sional delegation use all effort and influence to see that the findings and decisions 
of the Federal Power Commission remain in the hands of said Power Commis- 
sion, since it was established to have such power and handle these issues in a 
proper and economical manner thus abolishing further expense for future dis- 


cussions and hearings. 
Rosert Sasser, Chairman. 
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STATEMENT OF THE Bors—E CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, BorsE, IDAHO, SIGNED BY 
Roy G. Maxey, Vice PRESIDENT 


RESOLUTION 


Whereas in April 1952 the members of the Boise Chamber of Commerce ex- 
pressed by an overwhelming referendum vote, its opposition to the construction 
of the Hells Canyon Dam by the Federal Government, as then proposed by 
H. R. 573; and 

Whereas certain United States Senators have introduced on March 8, 1955, a 
new bill known as S. 1333, in the Senate of the United States, proposing the 
same, or nearly the same legislation ; and 

Whereas there appears to be no substantial change of conditions affecting the 
proposal and reasons for the opposition of the Boise Chamber of Commerce to 
such legislation, and whereas a committee of the United States Senate intends 
to order a public hearing at Boise, Idaho, on April 4, 1955, for the purpose of 
obtaining an indication of public feeling and sentiment with regard to such 
proposed bill : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That David Doane be, and he is hereby authorized and directed to 
appear at such hearing and present the following statement for and on behalf 
of the Boise Chamber of Commerce: 

“The Boise Chamber of Commerce is unequivocally opposed to S. 1333 now 
pending before Congress, such opposition being upon the following grounds and 
for the following reasons: 

“First. We are not satisfied that it is necessary for the Federal Government 
to build a dam in order to realize the full development of the Snake River and 
its tributaries. It appears that the Idaho Power Co., a private utility, has for 
several years had its application filed with the Federal Government for permis- 
sion to construct three low-head dams in the Hells Canyon area to furnish hydro- 
electric power, and that such company is financially and technically equipped to 
accomplish such construction and produce the resulting electric power. The pro- 
posal of S. 1333 seems to us to be nothing more than an attempt on the part of 
the Federal Government to invade the power business under the guise of public 
welfare and constitute an unreasonable interference by Government with private 
enterprise. 

“Second. If such proposal becomes law, we are fearful that the Federal Gov- 
ernment would then have an instrumentality whereby it could and would exer- 
cise control of the Snake River and every little stream, creek, and ditch within 
the State of Idaho, which could be classified as a tributary. We believe such 
control would jeopardize and interfere with and endanger the water rights of 
the Idaho farmers in southern Idaho, whose activities constitute a very vital 
part of the economy of this State. Such control would also retard and prevent 
industrial development that by necessity depends on the dual use of the same 
water resources. There is already too much control by the Federal Government 
and we do not care to encourage more. 

“Third. Should the Federal Government accomplish the construction of Hells 
Canyon Dam, as proposed by S. 1333, we believe that the taxpayers’ money would 
be expended for excessive costs of construction, and that the project would result 
in no material source of revenue by means of taxes at the local, State, and 
Federal levels. While if private enterprise were permitted to accomplish the 
proposed project, a tremendous tax source would be available to the counties 
and the States of both Oregon and Idaho. 

“Fourth. We adhere to the proposal that the Government should not do or 
attempt to do what the people should and can do as well for themselves, We 
are not believers in the socialistic philosophy of government. We believe that 
S. 1333 is another dangerous step toward the socialization of our Nation.” 

Approved and adopted by the board of directors of the Boise Chamber of 
Commerce this 30th day of March 1955. 

Roy G. Maxey, Vice President. 

Attest: 

Hart C. ReyNowips, Manager. 


I hereby certify that the above and foregoing resolution is a direct and cor- 
rect copy of the resolution adopted by the board of directors of the Boise Cham- 
ber of Commerce on the date above indicated. 

Hart C. Reynowtps, Manager. 
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RESOLUTION OF THE BONNEVILLE CoUNTY FARM BuREAU, IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO 


Resolution adopted at the 1951 Annual Convention of the Idaho Farm Bureau 
Federation. 

Whereas Hells Canyon Dam is not a reclamation project, not a flood control 
project, and complete flood control on the Snake River above Hells Canyon can 
be accomplished by the addition of two or three upstream dams already investi- 
gated by the Bureau of Reclamation and these dams would impound floodwaters 
for future reclamation. 

Whereas private capital is ready and willing to develop power in the lower 
Snake River Valley and taxes would be paid rather than expend on such devel- 
opment, and the economy of our Nation is, and always has been, based on the 
freedom of private enterprise to develop our natural resources, unhampered by 
Government competition and interference : Therefore be it 

Resolved, That we go on record as opposing Hells Canyon Dam. 

Resolution adopted at the 1952 Annual Convention of the Idaho Farm Bureau 
Federation. 

We, of the Idaho Farm Bureau wish to reaffirm our stand on Hells Canyon 
Dam. 

Resolution adopted at the 1953 Annual Convention of the Idaho Farm Bureau 
Federation. 

We resolve, that the Idaho Farm Bureau Federation reaffirm our stand against 
Hells Canyon and take no further action until the findings of the Federal 
Power Commission at their present hearings have been evaluated and studied. 

Resolution adopted at the 1954 Annual Convention of the Idaho Farm Bureau 
Federation. 

We recommend to the State of Idaho and the Federal Government a policy 
of storing water in upstream areas rather than by large downstream dams. 


RESOLUTION OF THE CALIFORNIA WATER & POWER USERS ASSOCIATION, SAN JosE, 
CALI¥., SIGNED BY JOHN BE. THORNE, First VICE PRESIDENT 


APRIL 6, 1955. 
Re Senate bill 1333. 


Hon. JAMES FE. MURRAY, 
Chairman, Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, 
United States Senate, Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR MuRRAY: Enclosed you will find a copy of a resolution adopted 
by the California Water & Power Users Association on the 2d day of April 1955, 
relating to the above-mentioned Senate bill. 

The California Water & Power Users Association is a new organization which 
was formed within the past year. It lists among its members the California 
State Grange, the California State Federation of Labor, A. F. of L., the California 
CIO Council, the railroad brotherhoods of this State, the Catholic Rural Life Con- 
ference, various irrigation districts throughout the State, local water and power 
user associations, and many individuals interested in the full development of 
the water and power resources of this State. 

We in California are vitally interested in the construction of the high level 
Hells Canyon Dam as provided for in Senate bill 1333, as it will mean low-cost 
fertilizers to our farm areas. This in turn will benefit not only the people of the 
State of California, but the people throughout our country. 

We hope that your committee can report favorably on the above-mentioned 
bill in the immediate future and that the dam can be started very soon. 

Very truly yours, 
JOHN BH. THoRNE, First Vice President. 


RESOLUTION 


Resolwed, That the California Water & Power Users Association in regular 
meeting assembled this 2d day of April 1955, hereby goes on record favoring pas- 
sage of United States Senate bill 1333, authorizing construction of a Federal 
multipurpose dam at Hells Canyon, and that copies of this resolution be sent to: 

Senator James BD. Murray 
Senator William Knowland 
Senator Thomas Kuchel 
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All California Congressmen 
The National Hells Canyon Association 
The public press 
The above resolution unanimously adopted April 2, 1955, by the California 
Water & Power Users Association. 


RESOLUTION oF Canyon CouNnTY DEMOCRATIC CENTRAL COMMITTEE, NAMPA, IDAHO, 
SIGNED BY LELLIE H. GARRETT, SECRETARY 


Whereas, the executive committee of the Canyon County Democratic Central 
Committee met in executive session, and hereby resolve that we go on record in 
favor of high dam at Hells Canyon to be built by the Federal Government, for the 
following reasons: 

1. That we could store approximately 4 million acre-feet of water during the 
period October 15 to April 1 each year, during the time all waters in this region 
go to waste, and to be used repeatedly by the various power dams on Snake and 
Columbia Rivers during the time normal river flow is low and keep the power 
output on a firm basis. 

2. That the Hells Canyon Federal high dam should be constructed to provide 
power revenue to assist in building reclamation projects in Idaho and develop 
the phosphate beds in eastern Idaho. 

3. The thousands of people represented by this commitee are not afraid of the 
loss of water rights by the farmer, if the Federal Government builds the high dam 
at Hells Canyon but we are seriously concerned about our water rights if a series 
of low dams are built in Hells Canyon because they would need water during the 
irrigation season when river flow is low and the only place to get water for gener- 
ators would be to take farmers irrigation water. 

4. We would much prefer to see Snake River and Columbia River and tribu- 
taries be developed by the Federal Government for the good of all the people in- 
stead of the favored few. 

5. Without Hells Cayon high Federal dam to supply cheap power we cannot 
encourage industry to locate in southern Idaho, which is needed to develop the 
natural resources and help the farmers develop the underground water to supple- 
ment their irrigation water suply. 

6. We favor a properly developed Columbia River Basin plan by the Federal 
Government. 

Cc. M. Munsey, Chairman, 
By Leu H. Garret, Secretary. 


RESOLUTION OF FARMERS’ UNION, ACTION OFFICIALS OF THE GOODING LocAL No, 46, 
Gooprine, IDAHO 


Be it resolved, That the Action Officials of the Gooding Local No. 46, Farmers’ 
Union, are in favor of a high Federal dam at Hells Canyon. Those who fear for 
their water rights should read the famous United States Supreme Court decision 
concerning water rights that all Federal agencies were bound by section 8 of 
the Reclamation Act. 

Harold Andersen, Publicity Director; Rex Miller, Organizer; David 
Kelley, Vice President; Oliver C, Nielson, Organizer; Kenneth H. 
Daniel, President ; Floyd Goss, Co-op Director; Mrs. Floyd Goss, 
Junior Reserve Leader; Frank Potter, Junior Leader; Harold 
Gentry, Legislative Director. 


RESOLUTION oF STANTEY Watters, RESOLUTIONS CoMMITTEE, FILER GRANGE, No. 
215, Fiver, 1pAHO 


Whereas a bill to authorize construction of a high dam at Hells Canyon has 
been introduced in the House, and also a bill for the same purpose has been intro- 
duced in the Senate numbers H. R. 4740 and S. 1333, respectively; and 

Whereas the first paragraph of bill H. R. 4740 reads as follows: 

“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That in order to foster comprehensive 
development of the resources of the Snake River and its tributaries, the Congress, 
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in the exercise of its constitutional authority to provide for the general welfare, 
to regulate commerce among the States, and to make all needful rules and regu- 
lations respecting property belonging to the United States, and for the purposes, 
among others, of controlling and utilizing the Snake River and its tributaries for 
beneficial objects, including generation of hydroelectric power and energy for 
the national defense and other purposes, irrigation of lands, navigation, and 
flood control, and for purposes, incidental to any of the foregoing, including pro 
viding financial assistance to Federal reclamation projects, the Department of 
the Interior, under the supervision and direction of the Secretary of the Interior 
(hereinafter referred to as the “Secretary”) as authorized and directed to con- 
struct, substantially in accordance with the physical plans set out in the reports 
referred to hereinafter” ; and 

Whereas this said first paragraph (above) rests complete authority in Wash- 
ington, D. C., regarding the use of the waters of the Snake River, thereby putting 
the water rights of southern Idaho in jeopardy ; and 

Whereas the following statements from the Library of Congress support the 
above contention to wit: 

“At the request of Congressman Hamer H. Budge, the Legislative Reference 
Service reviewed the various bills which previously had been before Congress to 
authorize a Federal dam at Hells Canyon, and made an analysis of the effect 
those bills would have, if enacted, upon Idaho water rights acquired under State 
law. 

“After reviewing the provisions of the Idaho constitution relating to ownership 
and use of water, the analysis states as follows: 

“ok * * any claim of State ownership of water must be reconciled with Fed- 
eral constitutional power. 

“"To be considered, therefore, in connection with the foregoing constitutional 
and statutory provisions of the State of Idaho is the supremacy clause of the 
Constitution of the United States found in clause 2 of article VI. That clause 
states that the Constitution of the United States and the laws of the United 
States which shall be made in pursuance thereof shall be the supreme law of the 
land, and the judges in every State shall be bound thereby, anything in the con- 
stitution or laws of any State to the contrary notwithstanding. The United 
States Supreme Court has used this clause on numerous occasions to strike down 
provisions of the State constitutions and State laws. 

“‘* * * it is too well settled for argument that if Congress enacts a law or 
amends a law in the exercise of constitutional and statutory provisions in con- 
flict with that law or its amendment cannot prevail. 

“*This brings us to the main question underlying this whole problem, which, 
as we see it, can be stated bluntly as follows: 

“*Tn the event, after the authorization and construction of the Hells Canyon 
division, there is insufficient downstream flow for its operation, could the Con- 
gress in the exercise of constititional powers, require release of waters fromm 
above and thus curtail benefiicial use, under applicable State and other laws, in 
those upper areas? Based on applicable court decisions, the answer is in the 
affirmative. 

“Such protection, as we have heretofore indicated, is not absolute, and cannot 
be absolute, because of the constitutional powers of Congress that are involved. 
In view of past decisions of the Supreme Court, a constitutional amendment 
would be required to divest Congress of its power and vast complete control of 
these water resources of navigable rivers in the States’; and 

Whereas in view of the foregoing conditions we firmly believe that it is abso- 
lutely impossible to protect the water rights in southern Idaho, in any kind of a 
bill authorizing a Federal dam. Only by an amendment to the Federal Constitu- 
tion can this protection be had : Therefore be it 

Resolved, That we go on record as unalterably opposed to construction of a 
Federal dam at Hells Canyon site. 

STANLEY WALTERS. 





RESOLUTION OF THE FineR KIwanis CrLus, Fiter, IDAHO, SIGNED By CLYDE 
HvuFrrMAN, CHAIRMAN 


On March 29, 1955, the Filer Kiwanis Club of Filer, Idaho, at its regular meet- 
ing moved, seconded, and passed a resolution to be sent to the meeting of the.sub- 
committee of the Interior and Insular Affairs Committee of the United States 
Senate to be held in Boise, Idaho, on April 4, 1955. 
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The Filer Kiwanis Club is a civic and service organization located in the heart 
of the Twin Falls Irrigation District representing one community of many in this 
202,000-acre diversified farming area. This organization has within its mem- 
bership many farmers, and the community in which it is located is directly de- 
pendent upon the rural population for its existence. y 

Bills of a similar nature to this in question have been considered by the or- 
ganization over the years, and as a result the organization is vitally interested 
and considers itself well versed in the matter. ; 

The resolutions committee of the Filer Kiwanis Club, appointed by the Presi- 
dent with Clyde Huffman as chairman, present the following resolution with the 
unanimous support of the organization : 

1. We do not believe that any Congress can pass a law to safeguard the water- 
rights of the people on the Snake River, or within the State of Idaho, when the 
Constitution clearly provides that Congress has paramount rights under the 
commerce clause of the Constitution of the United States over all navigable 
streams and their tributaries. Snake River has been declared a navigable stream 
by the high courts. Obviously any law that is passed by one Congress could be 
changed or altered by another, and until the Constitution of the United States is 
changed to take that power from Congress and give full control to the State of 
Idaho there could not be any possible safeguard. 

2. The water users of this tract, under the jurisdiction of the Twin Falls 
Canal Co., have never obtained from the Government any monetary assistance, 
have always been solvent, and strongly desire to remain in that condition. Our 
area results from the Carey Act project of 1902, and was completely built by pri- 
vate enterprise to which no other taxpayer in the United States has contributed. 

3. Members of our organization are absolutely opposed to the Government 
entering any business, power or otherwise, where private enterprise is ready, 
willing, and completely able to assume responsibility, and can do a job equal to 
or better than the Government. 

4. We would much prefer that storage reservoirs be placed near the headwaters 
to make water available for irrigation purposes which will act as a reservoir and 
underground storage, and will make the mean flow of the Snake River much 
more constant and many times more available for river-run plants downstream. 


CLYDE HUFFMAN, Chairman. 





RESOLUTION OF GEM COUNTY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, GEM CouNTY, IDAHO 


Whereas there are introduced in Congress certain bills to authorize the con- 
struction, operation, and maintenance of Hells Canyon Dam on the Snake River 
between Idaho and Oregon ; and : 

Whereas such construction and operation is contrary to the principles upon 
which our great Nation has founded and prospered ; and 

Whereas private enterprise has demonstrated its ability, willingness, and desire 
to develop this same natural resource with substantially the same results plus 
Superior advantages without cost to the Federal Government ; and 

Whereas there is urgent need to reduce Government expenditures to achieve 
a balanced budget ; and 

Whereas those certain bills have incorporated provisions for the construction 
of facilities at Scriver Creek on the Payette River for the benefit of the Mountain 
Home division ; and 

Whereas there are several thousands of acres of land in the Fayette Valley with 
favorable prospects of development at possible less cost than the Mountain Home 
division ; and 

Whereas the protection of present and future water rights of the Payette 
Valley is imperative : Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Gem County Chamber of Commerce does strongly oppose 
such Government construction of Hells Canyon and Scriver Creek as proposed 
and that this resolution be presented to the Subcommittee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation in the hearing at Boise, Idaho, April 4, 1955, as evidence of senti- 
ment of the Gem County Chamber of Commerce; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to each of the Idaho 
congressional delegation with the urge that they lend their efforts accordingly. 

Duly moved by David Little, seconded by Sumner Holbrook, passed unani- 
mously in regular meeting of Gem County Chamber of Commerce on March 
28, 1955. 

Rosert J. CuHapin, Vice President. 
Bernarp F, Gratton, Secretary. 
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RESOLUTION OF THE GLENNS FrerRY AREA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, GLENNS FERRY, 
IDAHO 


Whereas the Hells Canyon issue is in the hands of the Federal] Power Commis- 
sion, the agency established by law to handle such decisions, and, that decision 
will be made only on fact ; and 

Whereas the directors of the Glenns Ferry Area Chamber of Commerce would 
like to register their opinion on this matter; and 

Whereas this area is now capably and efficiently served electricity by a private 
utility company : Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Federal Power Commission be allowed to make their 
decision in the manner prescribed by law. 

M. BE. McNutt, President. 
JOHN L. GARMENDIA, Secretary. 


RESOLUTION OF GLENNS Ferry AREA KIWANIS, GLENNS FerRyY, IpAno 


Whereas the Hells Canyon issue is in the hands of the Federal Power Com- 
mission, the agency established by law to handle such decisions, and, that deci- 
sion will be made only on fact ; and 

Whereas the members of the Glenns Ferry Area Kiwanis would like to regis- 
ter their opinion on this matter; and 

Whereas this area is now capably and efficiency served electricity by a private 
utility company : Now therefore be it 

Resolwed, That the Federal Power Commission be allowed to make their deci- 
sion in the manner prescribed by law. 

EuGENE G. Rosin, President. 
EARL MILLs, Secretary 


RESOLUTION ADOPTED BY 480 SUBORDINATE GRANGES AND 44 PoMONA GRANGES 
AT ANNUAL SESSION AT ABERDEEN, WASH. 


Whereas the full development of Columbia River resources for people of the 
Pacific Northwest is possible only through construction of.a high dam at the 
Hells Canyon site on the Snake River; and 

Whereas Senate bill No. 1333 authorizing Federal construction of a high dam 
at Hells Canyon has now been introduced in the United States Senate by 30 
sponsoring Senators: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Washington State Grange urge the passage of Senate bill 
No. 1333 in order that the construction of the high dam at Hells Canyon may 
be started immediately and the construction completed as soon as possible. 

WASHINGTON STATE GRANGE. 
A. Lars NELSON, Master. 


RESOLUTION OF THE IDAHO POTATO STARCH Co,, OF BLACKFOOT, IDAHO 


Whereas this corporation is dependent for its existence upon the products of 
the irrigated farms of Idaho; and 

Whereas a group of approximately 1,000 representatives of water districts 
throughout the Snake River Valley from the Oregon line to the Wyoming border 
oppose the construction of the proposed high dam at Hells Canyon; and 

Whereas, in the opinion of this corporation, the construction of said dam would 
be detrimental to the people of the State of Idaho: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolwed by the board of directors of Idaho Potato Starch Co., That said 
corporation, its officers, directors, and shareholders protest the construction, at 
publie expense, of the proposed Hells Canyon Dam. 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
County Of Bingham, 8s: 

I, J. H. Andersen, the duly elected, qualified, and acting secretary of Idaho 
Potato Starch Co., a corporation, do hereby certify that the above and foregoing 
is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution adopted at a regular meeting of 
the board of directors of Idaho Potato Starch Co. held at Blackfoot, Idaho, on 
the 1st day of April 1955. ! 

In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand attested by the seal of said 
corporation this the 1st day of April 1955. 

J. H. ANDERSEN, Secretary. 
62506—55—A——_12 
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RESOLUTION OF ILLINOIS STATE INDUSTRIAL UNION COUNCIL 


Whereas the national well-being requires the earliest maximum development 
of national resources throughout all regions of this country through the medium 
of national programs for flood control, reclamation, irrigation, and power 
develpment ; and 

Whereas affiliated bodies and the national CIO convention has endorsed the 
fullest development of the high dam at Hells Canyon on the Snake River in the 
Northwest; the upper Colorado storage project including Echo Park Dam and 
the Frying Pan-Arkansas diversion project : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolwed, That the Illinois State Industrial Union Council urges the Federal 
Government and the Congress to take early steps to secure authorization and 
appropriations for the earliest possible construction of these projects; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be sent to all members of the Illinois 
delegation in the Congress and to members of the Interior Committees of both 
Houses of Congress. 

Adopted June 3, 1955. 

JOSEPH GERMANO, President. 
MAURICE F. McCELLIGATT, 
Secretary-Treasurer. 


RESOLUTION OF THE KIWANIS CLUB OF EMMETT, IDAHO 


Whereas there have been introduced in the Congress of the United States 
certain bills to authorize the construction, operation, and maintenance of a 
single high dam at the Hells Canyon site on the Snake River between Idaho and 
Oregon ; and 

Whereas the legal staff of the Federal Power Commission has favored the 
construction of three dams as planned by private enterprise and the Depart- 
ment of Interior has agreed to the findings of the Federal Power Commission; 
and 

Whereas private enterprise has demonstrated its desire, its willingness, and its 
ability to construct these dams and to develop this same natural resource with 
approximately the same results; and 

Whereas construction by private enterprise would be completed with private 
capital at an estimated reduction in cost of $296 million ; and 

Whereas those certain bills have, in order to make them more attractive, 
incorporated provisions for construction of facilities at Scriver Creek on the 
Payette River, which are in no way a part of the Hells Canyon development; and 

Whereas the protection of present and future water rights along the Snake 
River and its tributaries is imperative to the welfare of the people of Idaho: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Kiwanis Club of Emmett, Idaho, strongly opposes the 
construction of a high dam at Hells Canyon by the Federal Government and 
strongly opposes the attempt to tie in development of the Scriver Creek facilities 
with the Hells Canyon construction and that this resolution shall be presented to 
the subcommittee on Irrigation and Reclamation at the hearing in Boise, Idaho, 
on April 4, 1955, as evidence of the beliefs of this organization; be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution shall be forwarded to each member 
of the Idaho congressional delegation with the request that they lend their 
assistance accordingly. 

Lewis Gorrono, President. 





RESOLUTION OF KIWANIS CLUB OF JEROME, JEROME, IDAHO 


The Kiwanis Club of Jerome, Idaho, at a regular meeting held March 24, 1955, 
passed the following resolution. 

Whereas the Kiwanis Club of Jerome, Idaho, favors the development of power 
resources by private, taxpaying capital ; and 

Whereas said organization believes in the promotion of private industry and 
initiative ; and 

Whereas it is our firm belief that the use of public funds and resources should 
be strictly relegated to and limited to fields of development where private cap- 
ital, initiative, and industry cannot or will not venture; and 
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Whereas we recognize that Government intervention has now been withdrawn 
from the Idaho Power Co. applications in Hells Canyon and the present opposi- 
tion is supposedly private, we also recognize that such opposition is not advanc- 
ing a competing private proposal, but is basing its entire position upon a wish- 
ful proposal for the expenditure of public funds ; and 

Whereas such opposition has no competing private proposal to offer, but is 
using delaying and dilatory tactics to hinder the granting of the only bona fide 
proposal presently before the Federal Power Commission: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Kiwanis Club of Jerome, Idaho, deplores the unwarranted 
license granted the sham opposition in delaying the only bona fide proposition 
presently before the Federal Power Commission ; and be it further 

Resolved, That in the absence of any other ligitimate proposal for the devel- 
opment of the same resources by private industry and capital, and in the ab- 
sence of any governmental intervention, the Federal Power Commission must 
immediately grant the permits applied for to Idaho Power Co., without further 
delay or procrastination. 

H. L. Watuineton, President. 


RESOLUTION OF THE LINCOLN CouNnTy FarM BurEAU, SIGNED BY HAROLD Goocn, 
CHAIRMAN, LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE; AND Mrs. ERVIN BRAUN, SECRETARY 


We the Lincoln County Farm Bureau to uphold private enterprise and in- 
dustry. We feel that concerning Hells Canyon Dam, that the Government being 
in charge it will take away too much tax money from our State of Idaho, and 
tend to destroy our individual rights and privileges as set up in the Constitution 
of the United States. 

HaroLp Goocu, Chairman. 
Mrs. Ervin Braun, Secretary. 


RESOLUTION OF MALUEUR DEMOCRATIC CLUB, No. 1, NySSA, OREG., SIGNED BY NORA 
W. WEST, SECRETARY 


Nyssa, OreG., March 31 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Boise, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN : The following is a copy of letter sent to our Representatives and 
Senators in Washington : 

“The Malheur Democratic Club, No. 1, of Nyssa, Oreg., has passed a resolution 
urging that our congressional representatives support Senate bill 1333 for the 
construction, by the Government, of the high dam in Hells Canyon.” 

Sincerely, 
MALHEUR DEMOCRATIC CLUB No. 1, 
By Nora W. West, Secretary. 


RESOLUTION OF MINIDOKA IRRIGATION District, Rupert, IDAHO 


Whereas field hearings by the appropriate congressional subcommittee are to 
be conducted eminently in the State of Idaho and other States of the Pacific 
Northwest upon the question of authorization of construction of a single high 
dam in the Hells Canyon of the Snake River by the United States of America; 
and 

The Minidoka Irrigation District, a quasi-municipal corporation of the State 
of Idaho with principal place of business at Rupert, Idaho, is vitally interested 
in the question by reason of its use of the waters of Snake River for the irriga- 
tion of lands within the boundaries of said district comprising some 71,000 
acres ; and 

It appearing to said district and the water users thereof that long established 
water rights probably would be jeopardized by the assertion of superior rights 
to the waters of said Snake River upstream from a dam constructed by the 
United States in Hells Canyon ; and 

It appears that private enterprise is ready, able, and willing to develop that 
portion of the Snake River which would be directly affected by the proposed 
Government dam at a fraction of the estimated cost of the same to the taxpayers 
of the United States if the United States were to construct the same; and that 
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the development of the same by private enterprise would provide the United 
States with estimated income-tax revenue in excess of $5 million for 1 year and 
$254 million for a 50-year period, based upon current income-tax rates, and would 
provide the State of Idaho, under present income-tax rates, with income-tax 
revenue in excess of $378,000 for 1 year and $18 million for a 50-year period, 
and would provide the States of Idaho and Oregon with property taxes in excess 
of $2.5 million for 1 year and $140 million for a 50-year period, based upon the 
average 1952 ratio of ad valorem taxes to investment for each of the 2 States; 
and conversely, if private enterprise were prevented from so developing Snake 
River, the people of said States directly affected would be deprived of these tax 
benefits while the taxpayers of all the States would be burdened with taxation 
without receiving the benefits therefor ; and 

It appears there is no necessity for the United States to enter into the power 
business through the construction of a high dam at the site above mentioned 
from any standpoint, particularly when private enterprise is ready, able, and 
willing to obtain the same results with taxpaying private capital and under the 
local control of those who would be directly benefited by the same or unreasonably 
burdened by governmental development ; and 

It appeears that the question is pending before the Federal Power Commission 
after hearings resulting in a record in excess of 4 million words and 400 exhibits 
wherein the question was exhaustedly debated as to its technical and nontechnical 
aspects, and which record is available to all concerned: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolwed by the Minidoka Irrigation District, Rupert, Idaho, That the con- 
struction of a single high dam in the Hells Canyon of the Snake River by the 
United States of America not be authorized by the Congress, and that the de- 
velopment of said site thereby be left to private enterprise for development in 
accordance with the best interests of those who are directly affected by the same. 

Done this 31st day of March 1955, at Rupert, Idaho. 

MINIDOKA IRRIGATION DISTRICT, 
By EB. J. Rusu, Chairman. 

Attest: 

G. BE. Nickerson, Secretary. 
STATE oF IDAHO, 
County of Minidoka, ss: 

I, G. E. Nickerson, secretary of the Minidoka Irrigation District, do hereby cer- 
tify that the foregoing is a full, true and correct copy of the original resolution 
now on file and of record in my office in the city of Rupert, Minidoka County, 
Idaho. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand this 31st day of March 1955. 


G. BE. Nickerson, Secretary. 


RESOLUTION OF THE MOUNTAIN HoME JUNIOR CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, MOUNTAIN 
Home, IDAHO 


Whereas the Hells Canyon issue is in the hands of the Federal Power Com- 
mission, the agency established by law to handle such decisions, and 
Whereas the Federal Power Commission decision will be based on the plan 
that is best in the public interest, and that is the most comprehensive develop- 
ment of the area; and 
Whereas this area is now served capably and efficiently by a private electric 
utility company : Now therefore be it 
Resolved, That we are opposed to any Federal development of Hells Canyon, 
and that the Federal Power Commission be allowed to render its decision in the 
manner prescribed by law. 
The secretary is hereby directed to send a copy of this resolution to each Mem- 
ber in Congress of the Idaho delegation. 
Dovetas R. McCoy. 
Lewis G. MADISON. 


RESOLUTION OF THE New LAVASIDE Dircn Co., BLacKFoot, IDAHO, SIGNED BY 
Roy JOHNSON, SECRETARY 


Whereas a public hearing is to be held at Boise, Idaho, on Apirl 4, 1955, for 
the purpose of taking testimony regarding the construction by the Federal Gov- 
ernment of a high dam at Hells Canyon in Idaho, and 
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Whereas New Lavaside Ditch Co., an Idaho irrigation corporation, is opposed 
to the construction of said high dam for the following reasons: 

(a) That the upper Snake River Basin should be fully developed before con- 
sidering the use of public funds for construction of Hells Canyon Dam. 

(b) Water for irrigation is the paramount necessity to farming in southern 
Idaho and Snake River is the principal source of such water. 

(c) It is conceded by all parties to the controversy that Congress can take 
the established irrigation priorities from the irrigation users and divert the use 
of water for power purposes. 

(d) That the trend of the Government for several years has been to change 
the established rule respecting water rights, to wit: “First in time of appro- 
priation is first in right” to the rule that the highest duty of water is the con- 
trolling factor in the use thereof. 

(e) That the cost of the proposed dam is prohibitive and uneconomical and 
would benefit the Northwest Coast States to the detriment of Idaho in two ways: 
First by imposing more taxes on the people of the State, and second, preventing 
the payment of taxes by private enterprise to the State of Idaho if private en- 
terprise is permitted to harness Snake River subject to the rights of irrigation 
farmers. 

(f) That this controversy has developed into a fictitious political question and 
if the dam is constructed it will be a political dam rather than a sensible develop- 
ment of public resources. 

(g) Private capital is willing to harness Snake River subject to the priorities 
and irrigation rights of the farmers: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That this irrigation corporation and its officers and shareholders 
vigorously protest the construction at public expense of Hells Canyon Dam. 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
County of Bingham, 8s: 

I, Roy Johnson, the duly elected, qualified, and acting secretary of New Lavaside 
Ditch Co., a corporation, do hereby certify that the above and foregoing is a full, 
true, and correct copy of a resolution adopted at a regular meeting of the board 
of directors of New Lavaside Ditch Co., held at Blackfoot, Idaho, on the 30th 
day of March 1955. 

In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand attested by the seal of said 
corporation this the 31st day of March 1955. 

Roy Jounson, Secretary. 


RESOLUTION OF THE MINIDOKA-CASSIA COUNTIES FARMER’S UNION, Rupert, IpAHO 


Whereas the need for low-cost electric power for the development of Idaho is 
more apparent that ever : Therefore be it 
Resolwed, That we reaffirm our position in favor of the building of the high 
Hells Canyon Dam by the Reclan ation Bureau with adequate water-rights pro- 
tion, of course; be it further 
Resolwed, That any such bill allocate at least 500,000 kilowatts of power to 
Idaho, 
Harry Bere, President. 
Apo §. DALLOLIO, 
Legislative Secretary. 


RESOLUTION OF THE PAYETTE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, PAyYeETTE, IDAHO, SIGNED 
BY Harvey G. GREEN, PRESIDENT, AND Bessre L, STaMey, SECRETARY 


At its regular board meeting Monday, March 28, 1955, at 8:30 p. m., the 
Payette Chamber of Commerce passed the following resolution : 

Whereas it is of vital importance to the development of agricultural and indus- 
trial interests of Idaho, the following resolution is submitted : 

The Payette Chamber of Commerce protests further delay in the development 
of the Snake River in Hells Canyon area. The issue is now in the hands of the 
Federal Power Commission, the agency established to handle this decision which 
will be based on engineering and technical facts. We recommend and urge that 
their decision be submitted and development be started as soon as possible. We 
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strongly object to new bills being introduced in Congress or any other program 
which would delay progress in beginning construction work. The Federal Power 
Commission hearings lasted more than a year. This is sufficient time to gather 
facts for final right decisions. Let us have that decision and proceed accordingly 


without further delay. 








Harvey G. GREEN, President. 
Bessie L. Stamey, Secretary. 










S 





RESOLUTION OF THE PAYETTE RIVER CATTLEMEN’S ASSOCIATION, EMMETT, IDAHO, 
SIGNED BY SUMNER HOLBROOK, PRESIDENT 











We, the Payette River Cattlemen’s Association, present this resolution to the 
hearing that is before the Subcommittee on Irrigation and Reclamation in accord- 
ance with the Federal laws. 

The Payette River Cattlemen’s Association lacks the engineering technical 
information but feel that the staff of the Federal Power Commission have the 
facilities to make the proper decisions. As this subject is now before the Com- 
mission, it is felt that there should not be any pressure from any group until the 
Commission renders their decision. i 

This association, whose membership lies in the Payette River watershed, is x 
vitally concerned over the proposed water diversion and we feel that we want 
to go on record disfavoring the Scriver Creek proposal. 

SuMNeR Horsrook, President. 

























RESOLUTION OF THE REPUBLICAN WOMEN’S LEAGUE OF BINGHAM COUNTY 








At the March 26 luncheon meeting of the Republican Women’s League of 
3ingham County, the following resolution was unanimously passed by more than 
30 members present : 

Resolved, That the Republican Women’s League of Bingham County request 
Idaho’s congressional delegation to use all possible influence to see that the 
Federal Power Commission be allowed to make an unbiased decision on the 
Hells Canyon high dam. 

It is our understanding that extensive and complete hearings have been held 
pro and con regarding the construction of Hells Canyon Dam and that the 
findings of these hearings are now in the hands of the Federal Power Com- 
mission for a decision. It seems only sensible to us to let this body rule rather 
than consider new bills and hold further time-consuming and expensive hearings. 

Therefore, we shall appreciate your (Senator Henry C. Dworshak) continued 
efforts in behalf of the original procedure regarding the Hells Canyon dam 
project. 



















Mrs. H. F. Van Atta, President. 







RESOLUTION OF BOARD OF DirrREcTORS OF RtverRTON DitcH Co., or BINGHAM COUNTY, 
IDAHO 








At a special meeting of the board of directors of Riverton Ditch Co., of Bingham 
County, State of Idaho, the following resolution was passed by the Board: 4 

Resolwed, That the undersigned board of directors of Riverton Ditch Co. of 1 
Bingham County, Idaho, is unanimously opposed to any further legislation as 
pertains to the construction of a Federal high Hells Canyon Dam and urges 
the Idaho delegation in Congress to defeat such legislation ; Be it further 

Resolved, That since the Federal Power Commission has concluded its hear- 
ings as to the matter of development of the Hells Canyon area of the Snake 
River, this decision should be left to the Federal Power Commission for final 
action. 













ALBERT BELL, Secretary. 
O. 8. ELtson. 

ALBERT BELL. 

MALIN ROBINSON. 

A. R. SUMMERS. 
WENDELL L, TOLMAN. 















HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 1109 


RESOLUTION, OPPOSING HELLS CANYON, OF SALMON, IDAHO, CHAMBER OF 
COMMERCE, SIGNED BY RONALD BURKE 


The following is a true copy of a resolution unanimously adopted by the 
Solmon, Idaho, Chamber of Commerce as published in the Recorder-Herald, 
official newspaper of Lemhi County and the city of Salmon, June 26, 1952: 

Headlines : Chamber of Commerce Is Unanimous In Resolution Vote Against 
Hells Canyon—No Votes In Opposition As Group Passes Resolution Against 
Government Construction of the Snake River Hydroelectric Project. 

Twenty-nine members of the Salmon Chamber of Commerce voted yesterday 
to adopt a resolution opposing the construction of the Hells Canyon Dam on 
the Snake River by the Federal Government. Not a dissenting vote was cast 
on the resolution, which was announced 2 weeks ago by the businessmen’s 
organization. 

The resolution was drawn up to repudiate a recent news story in a metropoli- 
tan daily newspaper implying that residents of this area favored construction 
of the dam. 

The resolution, passed by the chamber, read as follows: 

“Whereas the May 20, 1952, issue of the Salt Lake Tribune carried a news 
story under the headline ‘Hells Canyon Rouses Tourist Boom Hope’ in which 
story appeared the following statement: ‘There are influential residents of the 
Challis-Salmon-Dubois area who invite construction of the dam with enthusiasm 
because it might lead to resume construction of the highway from Shoup, 40 
miles below Salmon, through the Salmon River Gorge, linking north and south 
Idaho. This highway was started some years ago by Civilian Conservation 
Corps crews, but was never completed ;’ and 

“Whereas the Salmon, Idaho, Chamber of Commerce fears that said news 
story, particularly the above-quoted excerpt, might give to its readers the erro- 
neous impression that the Salmon Chamber is in favor of and supports the build- 
ing of Hells Canyon Dam on the Snake River by the Federal Government; Now 
therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Chamber of Commerce of Salmon, Idaho, That said chamber 
is emphatically opposed to the building of Hells Canyon Dam on the Snake River 
by the Federal Government. Done in open meeting this 25th day of June 1952, 
with 29 members voting for and 0 members voting against.” 

Other business at the chamber meeting yesterday was the announcement that 
the installation of new directors and officers would be held Saturday night, 
July 12, at the Elks’ hall with an installation banquet slated. Chamber mem- 
bers and their partners will be invited to the dinner and program. 

Charles Herndon, highway committee chairman, reported that some difficulty 
was being encountered by the county commissioners in getting deeds signed for 
the right-of-way to United States 93 between North Fork and Gibbonsville. The 
road is currently slated for construction this summer. The chamber of com- 
merce voted to send a delegation to contact Gerald Ravndal, North Fork rancher, 
to urge him to sign the deed for the right-of-way through his land. Mr. Hern 
don said there is a possibility that the funds for the completion of United States 
93 would not be held over for another year if a lengthy condemnation suit was 
necessary before the right-of-way can be obtained. 

On the subject of closing of business houses on Saturday, July 5, following 
the official closing on the 4th, the chamber of commerce decided to make optional! 
with the individual merchants and did not make a commitment on the issue. 
Several merchants have indicated they plan to close to give their employees a 
3-day holiday.” 

RONALD BURKE, 
Owner and Publisher Recorder-Herald. 


RESOLUTION OF TWIN FALLS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, TWIN FALLS, IDAHO 
> 


Whereas the Twin Falls, Idaho, Chamber of Commerce of Twin Falls, Idaho, 
is vitally concerned with all aspects of the ultimate development of the immediate 
area it represents; the State of Idaho; and governmental action on all levels; 
and 

Whereas the board of directors of the Twin Falls, Idaho, Chamber of Commerce 
in executive meeting of March 30, 1955, have carefully considered this and other 
area hearings relative to Federal legislation designed to authorize a dam on the 
Snake River at a point known as Hells Canyon; and 
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Whereas public information released by this committee has signified that all 
technical hearings relative to the merits of the proposed Hells Canyon Dam 
Federal legislation will be heard in Washington, D. C.; and 

Whereas the Federal Power Commission has been conducting hearings of a 
jike nature wherein all of the technical information desired by members of this 
committee by additional hearings has been thoroughly explored and is available 
as both public and governmental property ; and 

Whereas the members of the board of directors of the Twin Falls, Idaho, 
Chamber of Commerce are appreciative of the efforts of members of the con- 
gressional delegations of neighboring States to avail themselves of the water re- 
sources of the Snake River by whatever procedure possible; and 

Whereas it appears highly inconsistent in hearings of this nature which appear 
to be designed to make the most of political expediency rather than to determine 
public opinion by hearings of sufficient length and within agricultural areas 
more greatly affected by the Snake River; and 

Whereas the Twin Falls, Idaho Chamber of Commerce is dedicated to all pro- 
grams designed to first guarantee the greatest ultimate agricultural and indus- 
trial use of the Snake River watershed to the State of Idaho and secondly, where 
available as determined by qualified engineering and not legislation, to down- 
stream interests: Then, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the members of the Board of Directors of the Twin Falls, Idaho 
Chamber of Commerce, this 30th day of March 1955, That we condemn this evi- 
dent waste of tax funds for the purpose of hearings of obvious political nature 
while the subject material is in the process of being resolved by the Federal agency 
provided by law to weigh such matters; and be it further 

Resolved, That the members of the board of directors of the Twin Falls, Idaho, 
Chamber of Commerce are unalterably opposed to this or any Federal legislation 
which might place the Snake River watershed in Federal control by this or any 
other subsequent Congress of the United States. 

Signed this Ist day of April 1955 in behalf and on the instructions of the 
board of directors of the Twin Falls, Idaho Chamber of Commerce. 


H. W. Morrat, Manager. 


RESOLUTION OF BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE WEST SIDE DitcH Co., oF BLACK- 
FOOT, IDAHO 


At a special meeting of the board of directors of the West Side Ditch Co., an 
incorporated irrigation company, held March 30, 1955, the following resolution 
was unanimously passed by the board with all members voting. 

Resolved, That we the board of directors of the West Side Ditch Co., an in- 
corporated irrigation company, request that the Idaho delegation in Congress 


use its influence relative defeat of S. 13833 and H. R. 4719; H. R. 4739; H. R. 
4730; and H. R. 4740; be it further 


Resolved, That the matter of developing the Hells Canyon stretch of the Snake 

River be left to the decision of the Federal Power Commission. 
Emery Poutson, President. 
AUSTIN Stover, Secretary, 
STANLEY J. JENSEN, Director. 
LAVAR WHITE, Director. 
GEORGE A. JENSEN, Director. 
Greorce H. CrarKe, Director. 
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STATEMENT OF GEORGE L. CROOKHAM, Jk., CALDWELL, IDAHO 


CROOKHAM CO., 
Caldwell, Idaho, April 11, 1956 
Senator JAMES E. Murray, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR: Enclosed is some material which, through your interest in 
the Northwest and its development, you might find interesting. 

These enclosures are: 

1. Financial assistance to irrigation in the State of Idaho. 

2. Analysis of Snake River flow at Weiser. 

8. Principles of the Snake River assistance bill. 

4. The first rough draft of the bill itself which is in the preliminary discussion 
stage here. 

The first of the enclosures shows that power assistance to reclamation is an 
accepted precedent; the second, that reclamation through water regulation en- 
hances the value of Hells Canyon as a power site; the third sets forth the prin- 
ciples by which reclamation makes a claim for benefit against any structure 
public or private in the canyon and the fourth is a rough draft of the bill itself 
which presents the mechanics by which this claim can be translated into action. 

Very truly yours, 
GEORGE L. CROOKHAM, Jr. 


FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE TO IRRIGATION IN THE STATE OF IDAHO 


It is not generally realized that a large part of the recent irrigation develop- 
ment in the State of Idaho has been provided financial assistance through the 
use of power revenues. ‘There are four cases in the State where power revenues 
have or will be-used for this purpose. Perhaps the most significant is the case 
of the Palisades project, now under construction. On the basis of the last esti- 
mated cost ($74,400,000) , $25,032,000 was allocated to irrigation. Of this amount 
water users will return $10,800,000 and the balance of $14,232,000 will be re- 
turned from Palisades power revenues after payment of that part of the con- 
struction cost allocated to power. 

After the Palisades project meets all of its own financial requirements, the 
net power revenues from the Palisades powerplants will be used to assist in the 
repayment of the irrrigation costs of the Michaud Flats project authorized in 
the last session of Congress. It is now estimated that the Michaud Flats project 
will cost $4,600,000. On the basis of current repayment studies it is further 
estimated that the water users can return $2,984,000 in approximately a 50-year 
repayment period, which will leave a balance of $1,616,000 to be returned from 
-alisades net power revenues. 

The Federal power system on the Boise and Payette Rivers is also assisting 
in the payout of the irrigation costs of the Boise project. For instance, an 
amount of $9,633,000 was allocated to irrigation in connection with the con- 
struction of Anderson Ranch Dam. Of that total amount water users will re- 
turn $5,150,000, which will leave a balance of $4,483,000 to be returned from 
the power revenues of the Boise project. In addition, those revenues are as- 
sisting in the repayment of the irrigation costs for the second unit of the Payette 
division. The irrigation allocation to that unit was $12,665,000. On the basis 
of the amendatory contracts signed last year the water users will return 
$7,345,000, which will leave a balance of $5,320,000 to be returned from net 
power reeynues from the Boise project power system. 

The total irrigation allocation for the four projects noted above amounts to 
$51,930,000. Of this total, power revenues will be used to repay approximately 
$25,651,000, or approximately 50 percent of the total. Power will provide this 
assistance in addition to the repayment of the costs allocated to both commercial 
and irrigation-pumping power. A table presenting the details of the above as- 
sistance is attached. 

Several years ago an analysis was made to determine how much financial 
assistance would be required to complete the development of those irrigation 
projects in the Snake River Basin above the mouth of the Grande Ronde River 
which had been inventoried in some degree of detail. This analysis covered 44 
projects. It was estimated, as of that time, that of the total construction cost of 
$784 million, $666 million would be allocated to irrigation, Of that it was further 
estimated that water users in a 50-year repayment period could return $187 
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million, which would leave a balance of $478 million to be returned from other 
sources. Up to date the only other source of assistance that has been available is 
the use of net power revenues. 

The 44 projects represented somewhat over a million acres of new land and 
approximately one-quarter million acres of land requiring a supplemental supply 
of irrigation water. Ths acreage would constitute a very significant addition to 
the total irrigated area of the State, but very little, if any, of it can be developed 
without some type of assistance. 


Financial assistance from power revenues on reclamation projects in the State 
of Idaho 


| 
Irrigation Repayment | Assistance 








Project allocation | by irrigation | from power 
a ee — ———__—— —— ~ —_—_—| — — polmaen 
Palisades Louuse-es---------| $25,082,000 | $10,800,000 | $14, 232, 000 
Michaud _. . socndinnal 4, 600, 000 2, 984, 000 | 1, 616, 000 
Boise 
Anderson Ranch Dam | 9, 633, 000 | 5, 150, 000 4, 483, 000 
Payette division, 2d unit '. | 12, 665, 000 7, 345, 000 | 5, 320, 000 
 cataeiaecememaial nee ila: 
Total a ; . .-| 51,930, 000 Rita ane | 225,651, 000 


! Black Canyon. 
2 49.4 percent. 


ANALYSIS, SNAKE RIVER FLOW, 1951-52 


Irrigated from the Snake River and its tributaries are 2,650,000 acres. 
On the basis of 6 feet of water per acre, 15,250,000 acre-feet of water would 
be put on the land with two-thirds of it, or 10,500,000 acre-feet, returning to the 
river system as runoff. One-third would be evaporated or absorbed by the plant. 
While, in cases, the above figures are modified by reuse of the water for irrigation, 
the principle in general applies to water use in the Snake River Basin. Storage 
capacity on the river and its tributaries, provided by reclamation, is in excess 
of 8 million acre-feet. Reclamation, through storage and through delaying the 
flow of the river, firms it up in the low-water months of fall, winter, and early 
spring, and therefore strengthens it as a hydroelectric power site where it flows 
through Hells Canyon. Reclamation, therefore, is entitled to benefit. 

One-half mill per kilowatt-hour on power generated in the canyon, either by 
public or private structures, would be adequate to fully develop reclamation in 
southern Idaho. This increased reclamation would further regulate the stream 
and further increase its value for power production. 

For its part in regulating the stream, reclamation is entitled to benefit. 


The flow analysis 


For the purpose of this study, the irrigation year 1951-52 (October 1, 1951, to 
September 30, 1952) was selected. During this year the record volume of water— 
19,749,100 acre-feet—flowed in the river past Weiser. Therefore, the ratio of 
water stored to water flowing in the river at Weiser was the least, minimizing 
the part that reclamation played. That part still was impressive. 


Murphy to Weiser 


In the lower part, or western portion of the basin, the Snake River, just before 
it enters the Hells Canyon area, flows through southwestern Idaho and then 
provides the boundary between Idaho and Oregon. This segment of the river, 
from a flow-checking viewpoint, is considered that between the checking points 
at Murphy and Weiser. Principal streams in this area are the Payette, Boise. 
and Weiser on the Idaho side of the river and the Owyhee and Malheur, which 
enter from Oregon. 

In the flood year mention, the river between these 2 points picked up 
9,180,000 acre-feet. 

The Owyhee Reservoir, on the Owyhee River, filled to 715,000 acre-feet and 
spilled 1,169,000 acre-feet below the dam. 

Anderson Ranch Reservoir and Arrowrock, on the Boise, filled to capacity of 
786,000 acre-feet and the river at Notus carried 1,833,000 acre-feet. 

The Malheur spilled 335,000 acre-feet into the Snake. 

The Payette River runoff amounted to 3,093,000 acre-feet and in addition 
yielded 300,000 acre-feet which was taken across the divide into the Boise water- 
shed. 
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Entering the stream in this area from smaller tributaries and as runoff from 
irrigation projects-—runoff which entered the Snake directly, rather than through 
its tributaries—were 1,367,000 acre-feet. 

During the flood mentioned, storage capacity in Bureau of Reclamation struc- 
tures on the Boise, Payette, Malheur, and Owyhee Rivers totaled 2,625 acre-feet. 
This amounted to one-fourth the flow of the river originating in this section and 
to one-ninth the total flow of the river at Weiser. This storage amounts to about 
one-fifth of the normal, 13,500,000 acre-foot, flow of the Snake at Weiser. 


Milner Dam to Murphy 

During the 1951-52 year, 3,682,000 acre-feet of water flowed over Milner Dam. 
The rest of the total upstream flow was impounded in reservoirs which include 
the 1 million acre-feet American Falls Reservoir upstream. The river accumu- 
lated 6,889,000 acre-feet in its flow below Milner. The tributaries in this area 
are insignificant and most of the flow originates from springs along the canyon 
walls. The flow of these springs has doubled since reclamation became a force 
on the Snake River Plains. 

Upstream from Milner, the water is nearly all used for reclamation. The 
amount which must pass Milner to satisfy downstream power rights amounts to 
170,000 acre-feet and the balance is applied onto the soil except for the 1 million 
acre-feet average which passes this point. In the flood year, 3,681,000 acre- 
feet flowed over Milner and this, less the private power right, is the amount 
which may be considered to have “wasted” at that point. 


Present developments 

With the completion of Lucky Peak Reservoir on the Boise in 1954, the storage 
capacity of Bureau of Reclamation dams on the Boise now totals 1,066,000 acre- 
feet, or only 800,000 acre-feet less than the flow of the Boise River at Notus 
in a flood year. 

With the completion of Palisades Dam on the upper reaches of the Snake, 
1,400,000 acre-feet of storage capacity is added in that area. This would reduce 
the flow across the Milner Dam in half in the flood year like that of last year. 
In the dry years, such as occurred in the 1930's, only the 170,000 acre-feet for 
private power rights would have passed Milner in 9 out of 10 years. 

The future 

Idaho has a million and a half acres in the Snake River Basin subject to irri- 
gation. Of this, 490,000 is in 1 tract, the Mountain Home Desert. 

To irrigate this amount would deplete the flow in the area by nearly a million 
acre-feet and return flow from the project into the stream in the fall and winter 
would amount to 2 million acre-feet. 

An integral part of the Mountain Home development is the harnessing of the 
-ayette River with a Garden Valley Dam and more full use of the present 
Cascade Reservoir. This would further take the peak of the flood and stabilize 
the low waterflow in the river. There is also probability of a low cost Salmon 
River headwater diversion of water onto the Boise watershed, putting another 
1 million acre-feet in the Snake River watershed above Hells Canyon. 

The Duncan Ferry Dam has been proposed upstream on the Owyhee—a stream 
given to flash runoffs and high flows interspersed with dry seasons in which the 
reservoir does not fill. A cyclical storage on this stream would further take 
floodwaters and spread their flow not only over more months of the year but 
also over years. 

CONCLUSIONS 


1. Reclamation stabilizes the flow of the Snake River in Hells Canyon by (a) 
8 million acre-feet of upstream storage; (b) by delaying the summertime flow 
of the rivers and using it supplemental to the storage through the low-water 
months. 

2. Future reclamation, with its storage structures and with its further delayed 
flows, would further stabilize the flow of the river in the canyon. 

3. Reclamation therefore is entitled to benefit from the work it does in sta- 
bilizing the flow in the canyon. 

4. This benefit accrues to the river as a power site whether the structure in 
the canyon is by public or private agencies. 

5. Therefore, reclamation should benefit whether construction is by public 
or private agencies. 
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The method 


It is with this thinking in mind that the Snake River irrigation assistance 
bill, of which a copy was sent to you in January, was prepared. A half mill 
per kilowatt-hour on power generation in the canyon would be adequate to start 
the reclamation program rolling, with the more feasible, lower cost projects 
coming first, and with provisions for financing needed supplemental water de- 
velopments like those on the Owyhee. 

This levy on power from the canyon, manufactured there either by public or 
private eoncerns, would be adequate to provide a program with a 50-year pay-out 
period. 

Considering that all the available land in southern Idaho is sufficient to feed 
a 6-month population increase at the present rate and that to complete the irri- 
gation would require from 10 to 30 years, the program falls simply into the 
common category of long-range planning. 


PRINCIPLES OF THE SNAKE RIVER ASSISTANCE BILL 


1. The basic principle of the Snake River assistance bill is that reclamation, 
as a regulatory force on Snake River flow, subsidizes any downstream power 
development on the river and should benefit from this contribution. 

(a) Any power development downstream from Milner Dam receives 
benefits of upstream regulation of the flow. Anderson Ranch, Arrowrock, 
Lucky Peak, American Falls, the Owyhee and all other irrigation structures 
on the Snake and its tributaries take the peak off the river at high water 
and releases the stored waters during the reclamation period which coin- 
cides to the low water months. The regulation of the river by these con- 
trols provides a stable flow of the river downstream, and that stability of 
flow makes the river the power potential that it is. 

(b) Power revenue to aid reclamation is an accepted principle. 

1. The Palisades Dam is scheduled to pay $14,230,000 of the $25,032,000 
allocated to irrigation after repaying that part of the cost of the dam 
charged to power production. 

2. Palisades will pay $1,616,000 for the Michaud Flats, near Pocatello, 
leaving $2,984,000 as payments to be made by the water users. 

3. Water users from the Anderson Ranch Dam will return $5,150,000 
while the dam from power revenue is to pay $4,483,000 on irrigation 
costs in the Boise Valley. In addition, the Federal power system 
of the area will pay $5,320,000 toward the Payette second unit, (Black 
Canyon) while the water users are to pay $7,345,000. 

From the above figures it may be seen that of the $51,930,000 allocated 
to irrigation on the Palisades, Michaud Flats, and the Boise (Black 
Canyon and Anderson Ranch), power is to pay 49.4 percent or 
$25,651,000. 

2. The Snake’s value as a source of power, created by reclamation, is the same 
whether the power plants constructed on it are public or private. Therefore, 
reclamation should benefit from any construction in this area. 

(a) The bill provides not to exceed one mill per kilowatt-hour to be paid 
into the reclamation account. This sum is to be paid by the operating 
agency of any public dams built and by the company if dams are pri- 
vately built. 

1. This principle is in no sense revolutionary. Idaho State law, rec- 
ognizing that power companies among others are different from their 
very nature, puts the companies on a different tax base. In the case of 
the power companies, they have a kilowatt-hour tax. 

2. This does not represent a loss of revenue to the power company. 
The tax. for instance, is passed on to the consumer in his rate. Every 
employer in the State, in collecting withholding taxes from his em- 
ployees, for instance, is a tax collector for a governmental unit involved. 
Every person who fills out his income tax form and accompanies it with 
a check is in a sense a tax collector. A tax on kilowatt-hours generated 
is simply recognition that a power company’s operation is different from 
that of most other types of business. 

3. While the proposed levy on the power generation which is ex- 
pected to be the most low-cost production in the State would increase 
the cost, it is not expected to increase the power rate. The total cost 
of this power will be balanced off against the power generated at other 
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plants to establish an average rate. With volume production under 
the canyon’s favorable conditions, the power here, even with the levy, 
should be in a favorable position as compared to other plants. 

4, Whether the maximum should be 1 mill, ™% mill, or any other 
definite figure is simply to say that the levy on power production for 
irrigation will not go above that point. The bill does not provide for a 
levy up to the maximum. It simply says that portion of cost charged 
against the water users which the latter are unable to pay will be 
charged against power revenues. As the program develops, power re- 
turns from reclamation structures will take their place in producing 
revenue, thus reducing the demand against the main stem of the 
Snake. How low this maximum could be set without endangering the 
program is a matter of reclamation costs which have not been deter- 
mined. 

3. The bill makes as tight a legal defense of water rights as is possible within 
legal framework. 

(a) Any title or right is subject to Government will and is only as good 
as the confidence in the Government which assures it. 

(6) Dams, public or private, in the area involved have the same effect 
on water rights. This effect is already in force downstream at McNary Dam 
and the Dalles Dam. If dams downstream endanger water rights, any dam 
does, whether it is public or private. 

1. Idaho Power has a right to 150,000 acre-feet te pass Milner Dam 
annually and that amount is passed downstream under the right to 
Shoshone Falls. The water right at Shoshone Falls assures that much 
water at least will flow over Twin Falls, upstream, and will be avail- 
able for downstream waterpower projects including upper and lower 
Salmon, Bliss, C. J. Strike, Swan Falls, MeNary, The Dalles, and 
Sonneville. 

4. The water in the Snake River can be depleted by irrigation only to a certain 
point, and that point is relatively large. 

(a) Thomas Newell of the Geological Survey reports an average flow of 
10,500,000 acre-feet of water in the Snake past Weiser. Of this, about 
1 million acre-feet flows over Milner Dam. (This amount will be reduced 
some by Palisades storage.) The remainder enters the river this side of 
Milner. About half of this is from the Bruneau, Malheur, Owyhee, Boise, 
and other tributaries and one-half is return flow from irrigation. 

1. This return flow results from the fact of 6 acre-feet needed to get 
1 acre-foot of water to the plants, 1 acre-foot is lost through evaporation 
and seepage, 1 is used by the plant itself, and 4 flow back into the stream 
channels. If the 10,500,000 acre-feet at Weiser were used wholly for 
irrigation—an impossibility—1,750,000 acres would be irrigated ; 1,750,- 
000 acre-feet would be used by the plants; 1,750,000 acre-feet would be 
lost through evaporation and seepage although parts of this would 
return to the river, and the remaining 7 million acre-feet would return 
directly to the river for downstream use in power and storage on the 
Columbia and the Snake. 


CONCLUSION 


The Snake River assistance bill is based upon the contention that reclamation 
contributes regulation to Snake River for downstream power sites and is there- 
fore entitled to payment for the benefit it gives; that a kilowatt-hour charge 
simply uses power-generating agencies for tax collection following established 
principles; that use of water is the best protection of water rights but that 
lesser legal protection—the best that can be afforded—is offered in the measure 
itself, 


SNAKE RIVER IRRIGATION ASSISTANCE BILL 


(Prepared for presentation to Congress) 


A BILL To reaffirm the policy of the use of power revenues to assist irrigation development 
in the middle Snake River Basin, to establish the middle Snake River irrigation account, 
to authorize certain projects in the middle Snake River Basin, and for related purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and the House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled, That in recognition of these matters: (a) the 
studies heretofore made by the Department of the Interior and the Department 








1116 HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 


of the Army on the water resources of the middle Snake River Basin and the 
reports made thereby on physical plans for the development thereof, and (b) 
existing policy of the Federal reclamation laws as to the use of power revenues 
for Federal reclamation projects for assistance to irrigation and of the depend- 
ence of the future development of the irrigation features of reclamation projects 
in the basin on the continuation of that policy, it is hereby declared to be the 
purpose of the United States to provide, by means of this act, for the continued 
and practicable implementation of the policy herein defined by means of any and 
all hydroelectric power developments hereafter to be constructed in the middle 
Snake River Basin under the authority of the United States whether directly 
by agencies of the United States or by other entities pursuant to Federal licenses. 

Section 2. As used in this act: 

The term “Middle Snake River Basin” shall mean the main stem of the Snake 
River from Milner Dam through its point of confluence with the Clearwater 
Kiver and the drainage area and streams tributary thereto. 

The term “Federal Reclamation Laws” shall mean the act of June 17, 1902 
(32 Stat. 388) and all acts amendatory thereof or supplemental thereto. 

The term “Federal Power Act” shall mean the act of June 10, 1920 (41 Stat. 
1085) and all acts amendatory thereof or supplemental thereto. 

The term “Secretary” shall mean the Secretary of the Interior or his authorized 
representatives. 

The term “Federal Agency” shall mean any department, independent establish- 
ment or wholly owned corporation while acting as an instrumentality of the 
United States. 

Section 3 (a) In order to carry out the purposes of this act as declared in 
section 1, there is hereby established the middle Snake River irrigation account, 
herein called the irrigation account, to be administered by the Secretary. 

(b) There shall be paid into the irrigation account by the year A. D. 2025 out 
of power revenues as hereinafter provided such sum as is determined by the 
Secretary of the Interior to be required to meet the irrigation costs to be charged 
thereto as provided in section of the act. In order to provide the basis 
for payments to the irrigation account, there shall be a preliminary determination 
jointly by the Secretary of the Interior, the Federal Power Commission and the 
Secretary of the Army by December 31, 1959, as to which hydroelectric power 
sites in the middle Snake River Basin are economically and engineeringly 
feasible of development during the ensuing 25 year period, without regard to 
whether the financing would be by private or public funds, and of the amount of 
firm power therewith that could properly be attributed to each such potential 
development. Based on this preliminary determination, the Secretary of the 
Interior shall, before December 31, 1961, allocate proportionately among the 
respective sites (taking into account sites that are alternative to other) and the 
total amount required to be paid into the irrigation account as provided in (a) 
of this section. 

(c) In connection with any power project hereafter authorized to be con- 
structed and operated in the middle Snake River Basin, whether under a license 
issued under the Federal Power Act or by any agency of the United States 
pursuant to an act of Congress, there shall, in addition to other payments 
required by law, be paid to the United States, as hereinafter provided, for 
crediting to the irrigation account the total amount apportioned to that project 
as provided in (b) of this section. Payments shall be made annually by the 
licensed or operating agency on account of each such project commencing with 
the date the project first goes into production and continuing thereafter until the 
end of the 50th year from that date and at rates to be set as herein provided. 
The rates for each project shall be set from time to time by the Secretary, in 
consultation with the Federal Power Commission, at an amount per kilowatt- 
hour of firm energy attributable to that project in the year involved, as de- 
termined by the Federal Power Commission as to licensed projects and by the 
operating agency in the case of Federal projects. The rates shall be set so as 
to return within a 50-year period for each project the amount apportioned 
thereto as provided in (0b) of this section, but in no event shall the rate exceed 
1 mill per kilowatt-hour of firm energy, and rates for a given project shall not be 
adjusted oftener than once each 5 years. Payments as provided herein shall be 
made annually on dates to be set by the Federal Power Commission in the case 
of projects licensed under the Federal Power Act and on dates to be set by the 
Secretary of the Interior as to Federal projects, and shail be made to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, such payments in the case of licensed projects to be made 
through the Federal Power Commission. 
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Section 4. (a) The following projects or divisions are authorized to be con- 
structed by the Department of the Interior under the supervision and direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior, who is carrying out his responsibilities under 
this section and in operating and maintaining such projects, shall be governed 
by the Federal reclamation laws: 

(1) Mountain Home Division, Payette Unit, Idaho, provided 
that no funds shall be expended on other than the following features: 

Upper Scriver Creek power plant; Lower Scriver Creek power plant; 
Smith Ferry Dam; Smith Ferry-Scriver Creek Tunnel; Scriver Creek Dam 
and Reservoir ; 

until the Secretary of the Interior, with the approval of the President, has sub- 
mitted to the Congress a supplemental report and finding of feasibility under 
the Federal reclamation law, taking into consideration the participation of 
this project in the Irrigation Account, 

(2) Council Project, Idaho; 

(3) Mountain Sheep Division, Snake River project, Idaho-Oregon, provided 
that pending the making of an interstate agreement or compact as hereinafter 
described, all existing and future rights to the use upstream from the Pleasant 
Valley Dam site, of the water of the Snake River for irrigation or other bene- 
ficial consumptive purposes validly established under the laws of the State 
involved, are hereby recognized and declared to be superior to any right that 
may be asserted by the United States with respect to those waters in the opera- 
tion of the Mountain Sheep division; and the United States and every agency, 
instrumentality, or office thereof, having any responsibility in connection with 
the construction and operation and maintenance of the Mountain Sheep division, 
shall so operate that division as not to impair or encroach on any of the rights 
so required to be recognized. From the effective date of any interstate agreement 
or compact that may hereafter be entered into, with the consent of the Congress, 
among the States of Idaho, Montana, Oregon, and Washington, among others, 
with respect to, among other matters, relative rights to the use of the waters 
of the Snake River, the operaticn of the Mountain Sheep division shall be 
governed by and be consistent with whatever provisions are made therein as 
related to apportionment of water or the use of water at projects authorized 
under the laws of the United States. 

These projects and divisions are to be constructed substantially in accordance 
with the physical plans therefor as set out in these reports: The report of the 
Commissioner of Reclamation dated May 2, 1949 (vol. 2, House Doe. 473, 
Sist Cong.), and the joint report of the Commissioner of Reclamation and the 
Chief of Engineers dated May 21, 1954 (the Mountain Home division). 

(b) All construction costs of the projects herein authorized which are allocable 
to irrigation but which are in excess of the amounts determined by the Secretary 
of the Interior for each project as being reasonably within the water users 
ability to repay over a 50-year period, exclusive of the development period under 
the Federal reclamation law, shall be charged to the irrigation account. Any 
report on such a proposed project shall include findings as to the costs and bene- 
fits of the project and an estimate of the amount of revenue to be credited to the 
irrigation account in excess of that required to meet the irrigation costs charged 
or to be charged thereto by reason of the projects authorized by this act or other 
projects authorized to participate therein, but any such project shall be author- 
ized on the basis of participation in the irrigation account only pursuant to 
authorization specifically provided by act of Congress. 


STATEMENT BY THE IDAHO MINING ASSOCIATION, Boise, IDAHO, RELATIVE To CoNn- 
STRUCTION OF DAMS ON THE HELLS CANYON SBCTION OF THE SNAKE RIVER 


IDAHO MINING ASSOCIATION, 
Boise, Idaho, April 2, 1955. 

The Idaho Mining Association, representing the mining industry of the State 
of Idaho, is opposed to the construction of a high dam in Hells Canyon by the 
Federal Government, but favors the granting of a license by the Federal Power 
Commission for construction of three medium head dams by private capital. 

The reasons are briefly as follows: 

1. The three medium head dams will develop the same total hydraulic head as 
the high dam. 
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2. The cost of constructing the three medium head dams will be only 37 
cent of the cost of the high dam. 
3. The 3 medium head dams will develop 97 percent of the hydroelectric power 


claimed for the high dam. 

4, The three medium head dams will be built with private capital, whereas the 
high dam will require Federal funds which could be better applied to ease the 
burden of present defense requirements. 

5. The three medium head dams will pay millions in local taxes, and Federal 
income taxes, whereas the high dam will be an untaxed operation. 

6. The three medium head dams will furnish as much in flood-control benefits 
as would be derived from the high dam. Records show that flood conditions on 
the Snake River originate downstream from Hells Canyon. 

7. The first delivery of power from the 3 medium head dams can be made 
from 4 to 6 years earlier than the starting of the first generator of the high dam. 

8. In time of war, the three medium head dams would be far less vulnerable 
to enemy action than the single high dam, and the downstream hazard under 
such conditions would be much less. 

Summing up, the plan for the high dam was originally conceived as a gran- 
diose scheme to build the highest dam in the world with public funds and the 
proponents of the plan have stubbornly refused to accept the fact that the 
program is economicaily unsound to an appalling degree. 

Using figures released by the Department of the Interior, the estimated cost 
of the high dam, exclusive of transmission lines but including 800,000 kilowatts 
of installed generating capacity, is $356,810,000. The estimated cost of the three 
medium head dams, excluding transmission but including 783,400 kilowatts of 
installed generating capacity, is $133 million. The difference between these 2 
estimates is an additional $223,810,000 for 16,600 kilowatts more generating 
capacity at the high dam. This is a capital cost price tag on the additional 
generating capacity of about $13,500 per kilowatt, which is fantastic in com- 
parison with a capital cost of $170 per kilowatt for the 3 medium head dams. 

Based upon the foregoing, it is the position of the mining industry of Idaho 
that the high-dam project would entail completely unnecessary and wasteful 
expenditure of an extremely large amount of public funds. 

R. D. Lersx, President. 
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STATEMENT OF CLARA AKERS, CLARKSTON, WASH. 


CLARKSTON, WasH., April 2, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D. C0. 

GENTLEMEN: Let’s let private industry do the job at Hells Canyon. Private 
enterprise has given this part of the country and the entire country a standard 
of living for higher than any other country in the world. The Northwest doesn’t 
need the Federal Government running our lives for us. 

Under private enterprise, we have prospered—homeownership is increasing 
rapidly—almost everyone has a car, a TV set and high wages with which to 
purchase all kinds of comforts for the home. There is a shrill cry of a zealot in 
desparate efforts of public power supporters to insist upon Federal construction 
at Hells Canyon. They would have you believe that only the Federal Govern- 
ment is capable of building a dam. 

A private company is ready to go ahead now. Money, put up by individuals, 
is available to pay for it. Why can’t the socialistic-minded officials and self- 
appointed public power people quit meddling and let private enterprise do the 
things it can do? 

Yours tryly, 
CLARA AKERS. 


STATEMENT OF JOHN AKERS, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IDAHO, April 1, 1955. 
UNITED STATES INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 

GENTLEMEN: Private enterprise has been the whipping boy of socialistic 
schemers for too long. People of the Northwest are growing sick of it. Insist- 
ence upon Federal construction at Hells Canyon is a flagrant attempt to prevent 
private industry from making its rightful contribution to the development of 
the region. 

We're not trying to decide whether the Federal Government should build a 
dam at Hells Canyon. If that was the only consideration it would be a different 
matter. A few of our politicians and organized groups are trying to give the 
country the impression that the Northwest wants nothing but Federal river 
development. 

Private enterprise developed this wonderful country. Private enter) rise could 
start building at Hells Canyon right now if political obstacles were removed. 
Public power advocates scream out lame excuses for insistence upon Federal 
control, but there are no good reasons to oppose private enterprise. 

Why deprive the region of contributions private companies can make to our 
power supply? Let the Government concentrate on projects which can’t be built 
without Federal aid. 

Very truly yours, 
JOHN AKERS. 





STATEMENT or Guy R. ALLEN, PULLMAN, WASH. 
’ 


PULLMAN, WASH., April 1, 1955. 
Mr. E. B. Curtis, 
Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 
Dear Mr. Curtis: Our country has been built by private enterprise and I 
firmly believe the power business should be built this way also. Our Govern- 
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ment should serve as a regulatory commission and not go into competition with 
private capital in any kind of business. I am strongly opposed to the construc- 
tion of Hells Canyon by Government moneys. 
Sincerely, 
Guy R. ALLEN, 


STATEMENT OF JAKE C. ALTMILLER, 


KAmtIAH, IpaHo, April 4, 1955. 
Unitep States SENATE RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE. 

Dear Sirs: After studying the various proposals made thus far on the devel- 
opment of the Snake River and its relationship to the Northwest, we are of the 
opinion that if the power, flood control, and other benefits that will be derived 
from a high dam at Hells Canyon aren’t needed at the present time, the site 
should be handled as any other natural resource and protected for the people of 
the State Idaho and the entire region. 

If we need smaller dams to meet the immediate demand for power, let them 
be built where they are needed and by the Federal Government, cooperatives or 
private utilities, depending on which can give the cheapest power and best 
service to industry and the public in general. 

Yours respectfully, 
JAKE C. ALTMILLER, 
Logging contractor. 
Mrs. JAKE ALTMILLER. 


STATEMENT OF THE AMERICAN SMELTING & REFINING Co., WALLACE, IDAHO, 
SIGNED By J. C. KIEFFER, ASSISTANT MANAGER 


Apri 1, 1955. 
Hon. RALPH WICKBERG, 
Chairman, Revenue and Taxation Committee, 
Idaho State House of Representatives, Kellogg, Idaho. 


Drar Mr. WicKBerG: I note in the newspapers that the United States Senate 
Interior Committee is holding a hearing at Lewiston, Idaho, on April 4 to obtain 
information on whether the Federal Government or private enterprise should 
develop power sites in Hells Canyon on the Snake River. 

We urge that you use your good offices in favor of private enterprise taking 
on this job, for two reasons: 

(1) We are basically Opposed to the Government doing jobs which can be 
done by private enterprise. We feel that any other course by our Federal 
Government will ultimately result in a socialistic state. 

(2) As nearly as we can determine, the three low dams proposed by private 
enterprise would cost considerably less than the single high dam proposed by 
the Government. Ultimately the high dam might develop more power, but we 
feel that the difference in cost is not enough to justify the added expense. 

Very truly yours, 
J. ©. KIEFFER, 
Assistant Manager, 


STATEMENT oF EpWin ANDERSON, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


Lewiston, IpaHo, April 1, 1955. 
HELLS CANYON HEARING, 
Lewis and Clark Hotel, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN : I do not pretend to be an expert in the power-generating field, 
but our problem is simple, we need power, the Federal Power Commission is now 
in the process of deciding if the Idaho Power proposal for dams in Hells Canyon 
will best serve the needs of the area. Let’s let the experts decide what type of 
dam will be best in Hells Canyon, and let someone do it who is willing to spend 
the money and ready to do it right now. 

EDWIN ANDERSON, 
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STATEMENT OF KenNeErtT BE. ANDERSON, Route 2, Moscow, IpAHo 


Moscow, IpanHo, March 31, 1955. 
Mr. E. B. CurTIS, 
Coordinator, Hells Canyon Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 
Dear Mr. Curtis: I firmly believe the Federal Power Commission’s decision 
should be final in construction of dams on the Snake River. 
Furthermore, I feel that more time has been wasted than necessary and 
private enterprise should be allowed to start construction if they wish to do so. 
Very truly yours, 
KENNETT E. ANDERSON, 


STATEMENT OF K. O. ANDERSON, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IDAHO, April 2, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEBR. 

GENTLEMEN: The question of whether Hells Canyon should be developed by 
public or private power. I cannot see why there should be any question as to 
who develops these power sites. Our Government was founded on private initia- 
tive. We would not have a country as great as it is if it was not for individual 
effort and the right for free etnterprise to exist. 

We have a Federal Power Commission that is fully capable of deciding 
whether or not a high dam or three low dams will best serve the interests of 
the people insofar as the development of Hells Canyon is concerned. If it is 
decided to let Idaho Power Co. build the dams in Hells Canyon, I am sure there 
will be very few Idaho residents who will object. 

Very truly yours, 
K. O. ANDERSON. 


STATEMENT OF THEODORA M. ANDERSON, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IDAHO, April 2, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 

GENTLEMEN : I am not in favor of the Government doing anything that can be 
done by private capital. Most of the States need additional income for govern- 
mental expense. Private investment will bring about this by adding new t: ixable 
property to the area in which these investments are made. 

If Federal construction is authorized, long costly delays in obtaining appro- 
priations will add to the woes of our power-hungry area, whereas the Idaho 
Power Co. is ready to start construction as soon as they have the approval to 
go ahead. 

Very truly yours, 
THEODORA M. ANDERSON. 


STATEMENT or W. H. ANDERSON, ASOTIN, WASH. 


PIONEER INSURANCE AGENCY, 
Asotin, Wash., April 2, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 5 
Washington, D. C. 


HONORABLE GENTLEMEN : It is difficult for me to put into words what I think; 
but, in the first place, I believe in free enterprise for all types of business and 
I do not believe it is fair for governmental bodies to compete with independent 
taxpaying business of any kind. I understand that private money is willing 
and ready to do the job of construction of Hells Canyon Dam. It is my opinion 
that private money will do the job for less money and more economically than 
the Government with public money will do. This question has been argued 
before the Federal Power Commission and they are in a much better position 
to pass judgment on which plan is economically the most feasible. 

The tax dollar is the only way that Federal, State, county, and city govern- 
ments is able to finance any and all of their projects. The tax dollar necessary 
to construct the Hells Canyon Dam project would necessarily come from the 
entire Nation. Dollars coming from private construction would produce tax 
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dollars in the area of construction. The tax revenues derived from private con- 
struction would aid the treasuries of Federal, State, county, and city governments 
without further increasing the present staggering national debt. Business cor- 
porations, in order to stay in business must necessarily operate more efficiently 
than public-managed agencies. I feel that privately managed dollars are man- 
aged more efficiently than publicly managed dollars. My contention is that the 
eoncern of the Pacific Northwest should be the immediate start of construction. 
I feel that private enterprise will start much sooner than the federally con- 
trolled enterprise and would finish the job in a much shorter time. 
Yours truly, 
W. H. ANDERSON. 


STATEMENT OF Roy F. ANSBAUGH, Sr., LEWISTON, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IDAHO, April 1, 1955. 

SENATE RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE, 
Senator James E. Murray, 
Senator WAYNE MorsgE, 
Senator Henry DworsHak, 
Senator AkTHUR WATKINS, 
Senator FRANK BARRETT, 
Representative Grace Prost, : 
Representative EpItH GREEN, 
Representative Lee METCALFE, : 
Representative B. F. Stsx: { 

I am thankful for the opportunity of stating my opinion, and I am sure it is 
the opinion of the great majority of grass rooters of the entire West. 

First, commonsense states there is no substitute for Hells Canyon Dam. 
Neither the three proposed dams on the Clearwater or the corporation’s steal of 
Hells Canyon right-of-way. Snake River belongs to me and all the rest of the 
people that live in this grand area, not to a group of stockholders in Chicago 
and Maine that wish to scuttle Hells Canyon for selfish, greedy, interested 
corporations that will not do the job at all, but will stop the greatest of dams 
for the entire good of us people that work for our living instead of cheating 
for it. 

I wish to congratulate you gentlemen that stand for the good of this area. 
Especially Senator Murray, Senator Morse, Representative Gracie Pfost, Edith 
Green, and Lee Metcalf. 

Here is to the building of the great Hells Canyon Dam. 
Respectfully submitted. 

Roy F. ANSBAUGH, Sr. 





STATEMENT oF S. DEAN ARNOLD, CLARKSTON, WASH. 


CLARKSTON, WASH., April 4, 1955. 


S. Dean Arnold: A resident of southeastern Washington for 47 years, a resi- 
dent of Asotin County for past 22 years; attorney at law and city attorney of 
city of Clarkston. 

The undersigned is not now, and never has been employed or retained in any 
way by any public or private power interests. 

The people of Asotin County generally are desirous of river development and 
favor both upstream and downstream installations for power, flood control, 
navigation, and irrigation as the particular situation warrants. There are 
actually many cross-currents of opinion as to who should do the work and as to 
priority. A condensation of opinion may be fairly stated as follows: 

1. A minority of the population is avidly devoted to public power to the exclu- 
sion of private enterprise; a second minority is vigorously opposed to public 
power as a matter of principle, but on the whole, the general public is not so 
much concerned as to who builds the project or projects but is anxious to 
see progress and favors the agency, whether public or private, who will act 
first. Since private power is on the job and public power is only talking, this 
majority resents interference with private power’s progress. 

2. The same majority is conscious of the power shortage and believes the 
duration of that shortage could be lessened by permitting private power to 
expend and do what it will, leaving the Federal agencies to take up the slack. 
This thinking follows generally the administration’s “partnership” program. 
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8. The same majority feels that public funds and taxpayer’s money should 
be expended in the construction of multipurpose dams which will serve the 
needs of flood control, navigation, and irrigation and not be limited to power 
alone. For example: the storage dams on the upper reaches of the river system 
or Iee Harbor Dam below Clarkston would be favored as Federal projects. 

4. By and large, Asotin County has no complaint against the private utility 
service now furnished within its boundaries and, in any event, if an individual 
does have a grievance, he may complain locally and secure appropriate and 
immediate action without having to take his troubles to Washington, D. C. 

5. Considering the possibility of enemy attack, we feel more and smaller dams 
would be less subject to complete destruction and, in the event of destruction, 
the results would not be so disastrous either by flood or power loss. 

6. We are all conscious of the need for conservation and the need for protec- 
tion of fish and game, both for economy and recreation. No doubt a fish would 
rather climb two shorter ladders with a rest in between than to be required 
to do the job all at once. 

7. Finally, to demonstrate conclusively that the people of Asotin County favor 
private power over public power, the following authentic data are submitted: 

(a) In the year 1940 an election was held in Asotin County to determine 
whether or not to form a public-utility district. The PUD was defeated by a 
vote of 2,231 against 938; 70 percent against and 30 percent for (exhibit A). 

(b) In 1950 the PUD question was again submitted and 2,362 people voted 
against and 552 voted for; 81 percent opposed public power and 19 percent 
favored public power. This was not a presidential year and the total vote was 
smaller. Nevertheless the great shift was in the lessening of the public power 
vote (exhibit A). 

(c) The result of the two PUD elections in Asotin County correlates gen- 
erally with the national decline of public-power support at the polls as shown 
on the attached ‘graph published in the Clarkston (Asotin County, Wash.) 
Herald on Friday, March 25, 1955 (exhibit B). There is superimposed upon 
the printed graph by a blue cross the percentage of opinion as reflected in Asotin 
County in the years 1940 and 1950 and a blue line indicating Asotin County trend. 

In 1940 the national ratio was 75 percent against public power and 25 percent 
for, while in Asotin County it was 70 to 30. In 1950 the national average had 
shifted to 90 percent against and 10 percent for, while in Asotin County the 
voters followed the trend to 81 percent against and 19 percent for. 

The above statistics, both nationally and locally, are positive and definite 
reflections of the thinking of all the people as against a selected handful who 
appear at these hearings. These figures are irrefutable. 


CERTIFICATE 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
County of Asotin, 8s. 


I, Irene Allen, do hereby certify that I am the duly elected, qualified and act- 
ing county auditor in and for Asotin County, State of Washington; that the seal 
affixed hereto is the seal of said office; that as such county auditor I have cus- 
tody of all official records pertaining to elections and election results in Asotin 
County, Wash. 

That set forth below are the voting results according to the official records and 
final canvas of certain questions submitted on the official ballot of the general 
election in Asotin County, Wash., on the subject and for the years noted: 


1940 general elections: 


ea I i daa cah i eesnal censepsenetien eunpeininn Tap alias goats 938 
PAGER IS Re ae a cet diecenrnst cpeeetg cpingene tine tinier anes 2, 231 
1950 general elections: 
Fe ne Te sre dekh erensichettlnineapenamannedbndeameenaeineem 552 
a, IE TERI Ig acai entngesiils sip smlansiiteiine nae tnig th nstn:tesentningety site 2, 362 
Given under my hand and official seal this 31st day of March 1955. 
[SEAL] TRENE ALLEN, 


County Auditor, Asotin County, Wash. 
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ExHIsiITt B 


[Reprint from Clarkston (Asotin County, Wash.) Herald of March 25, 1955] 







Voter Support of Public Power Declines Steadily 
*a9% to a Twenty Year low 


PERCENT OF ELECTIONS FAVORING 
PUBLIC OWNERSHIP OF POWER IN 
ELECTIONS HELD FROM 1933 TO 1952. 


INCLUDES ALL ELECTIONS HELD IN U.S. 
A TOTAL OF 1724 ELECTIONS 


e@onwe-ASOTIN COUNTY, WASH, 


PERCENT 
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As shown in the chart above, public power has been rapidly losing voter support. in 1933 seven out of 


ten elections on the question of public ownership were being decided in favor of public power. In 1962 
enly about onc election out of fifty was won by public power forces. 


EXHIBIT No. 1 
{From the Pacific Northwest Public Power Bulletin, Vancouver, Wash., March 26, 1952] 
Wuo Wit Ger HeELts Canyon POWER? 
THE CASE OF THE PEOPLE VERSUS THE IDAHO POWER CO. 
(Testimony submitted to Congress March 26, 1952 


In one of the most remote and most rugged primitive areas of the United States 
is located the spectacular Hells Canyon of the Snake River which challenges in 
grandeur and certainly for inaccessibility even the famed Grand Canyon of 
Arizona. At the bottom of the Hells Canyon, located about 938 miles north of 
Weiser, Idaho, and 108 miles south of Lewiston, Idaho, is one of the last remaining 
truly cheap hydro power sites of the Nation. 

A 760-foot dam would produce 688,000 kilowatts of prime power at the site plus 
427,000 kilowatts of downstream benefits plus 9,000 kilowatts of benefits from 
diversity or total prime power benefits of 1,124,000 kilowatts. 

The project will provide 3,880,000 acre-feet of usable flood-control storage and 
improve river regulation as an added benefit to navigation. One center of inter- 
est in the dam is its proximity to 70 percent of the known deposits of phosphate 
rock in the United States low-cost power for phosphate fertilizer manufacture is 
needed to break the present monopoly and artificial shortage in phosphate 
fertilizer which is retarding the national soil-conservation program. 
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SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY 


(1) The Northwest Public Power Association urges the earliest authorization 
and construction of Hells Canyon Dam. Our interest is in an adequate supply of 
power at the lowest possible cost consistent with repayment of Federal power 
investment with interest. 

(2) The association opposes any scheme for developing the middle reaches of 
the Snake River which does not provide for maximum comprehensive use of the 
potential waterpower. 

(3) The association urges Congress to continue the present Federal power 
policy which is designed to encourage the most widespread use of electricity 
particularly for rural and domestic consumers, preference for public and cooper- 
ative agencies and the construction of Federal transmission lines to insure that 
power is not monopolized at the bus bar. 

(4) The association prefers that Hells Canyon Dam be authorized by means of 
legislation similar to the eminently satisfactory Hungry Horse Dam Act. At the 
end of this statement there is submitted the draft of a substitute bill. 

In the detailed statement which follows, the association explains its motiva- 
tions, discusses the critical importance of storage, the necessity for comprehensive 
planning, includes quotations showing endorsement of Hells Canyon Dam by the 
President’s Water Resources Policy Commission, then analyzes the opposition of 
the Idaho Power Co. and concludes by urging the substitute bill as first choice, 
second choice the enactment of S. 2812 and H. R. 57438, and third choice the 
enactment of a resolution reserving to Congress the determination of how the 
Snake River will be utilized. 


THE CONCERN OF THE PUBLIC AND COOPERATIVE SYSTEMS 


The Northwest Public Power Association is owned and operated by 77 public 
and cooperative electric distribution systems in Montana, Idaho, Oregon, and 
Washington. The public and cooperative utilities serve approximately 600,000 
electric meters or on a population basis about 2 million people, which amounts 
to about 40 pereent of the population of these 4 States. 

The purpose of the association is to promote the highest possible efficiency in 
organization and operating methods of local publicly and cooperatively owned 
utilities. Since the most important operating problem is the adequacy of power 
supply, our members are vitally concerned with the proposed construction of 
Hells Canyon Dam. 

The public and cooperative systems in the Northwest pay currently about $12 
million into the United States Treasury each year for wholesale power, but this 
tigure is increasing about 20 percent a year. 


CRITICAL NEED FOR HELLS CANYON STORAGE 


In addressing the Northwest Public Power Association convention August 12, 
1948, on the Corps of Engineers, 308 Review Report, Col. Theron D. Weaver 
stated : 

“One of the planned projects providing flood control is Hells Canyon Dam and 
Reservoir on the Snake River, which would contribute to the reduction of down- 
stream floods from Lewiston to the highly developed lower Columbia area * * *, 
The flood-control benefits, coupled with the great power potential of Hells Can- 
yon, make it one of the key projects in the basin plan as contemplated in the 
Columbia River report.” 

The fact that the region is rapidly running out of economical upstream storage 
was strongly pointed out by Mr. Ben E. Torpen, of the Corps of Engineers, 
in his address before the Columbia Basin Interagency Committee on December 
12,1951. In a well-documented paper he warns: 

“Without large storage floods will continue. Damages will increase in propor- 
tion to our cultural development. Without large storage the thirty-odd-million 
kilowatts potential of the Columbia Basin will be cut in half.” 

Mr. Torpen points out that the main flood control plan which is the essence 
of the Columbia River 308 Review Report issued in 1948, calls for 27 million 
acre-feet of usable flood storage, including 3,880,000 acre-feet at Hells Canyon 
to reduce an “1894 flood” of 1,200,000 cubic feet per second at The Dalles to 
800,000 cubic feet per second. Such storage would produce 12 million kilowatts 
of firm electrical energy. Hells Canyon is essential in this plan. 
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THE TEST OF COMPREHENSIVENESS 


Helis Canyon Dam is essential to the unified comprehensive multiple purpose 
development of the Columbia River Basin in the best public interest. 

The Oxbow project would wipe out and foreclose for all time over a half 
million kilowatts of the Northwest’s prime power potential as well as 3,880,000 
acre-feet of urgently needed flood control. 

The Oxbow project of the Idaho Power Co. fails to meet the policy of Congress 
as set forth in part I, section 10 (a) of the Federal Water Power Act which 
reads: 

“Sec. 10. All licenses issued under this part shall be on the following condi- 
tions: (a) That the project adopted, including the maps, plans, and specifica- 
tions, shall be such as in the judgment of the Commission will be best adapted 
to a comprehensive plan for improving or developing a waterway or waterways 
for the use or benefit of interstate or foreign commerce, for the improvement and 
utilization of water power development, and for other beneficial public 
uses. * * *” 

The association most recently protested against the Oxbow project in the 
following letter: 

MARCH 27, 1951. 
Project No. 1971, Idaho Power Co. 
The CHAIRMAN, FEDERAL PowER COMMISSION, 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Sir: In accordance with Federal Power Commission Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, section 1.10 (a), the Northwest Public Power Association desires 
to enter its protest against the granting of any permit or license to the Idaho 
Power Co. for the construction of the Oxbow development on the Snake River. 
It is our view that the construction of the Oxbow Dam would violate section 
10 (a) of part I of the Federal Power Act which requires that the project con- 
form to a comprehensive plan for improving or developing a waterway. 

At least three major public documents indicate comprehensive plans for devel- 
opment of the Middle Snake River. Bach document recommends construction 
of Hells Canyon Dam, thus precluding the Oxbow Dam. 

(a) Corps of Engineers “308” Review Report recommends construction of 
Hells Canyon Dam downstream from the Oxbow site and of a height so as to 
flood the Oxbow site. Basically the Corps of Engineers Hells Canyon Dam would 
provide flood control and downstream firming up of power in addition to a 
more firm generation at Hells Canyon Dam than could be produced by several 
run-of-the-river dams. 

(6) Bureau of Reclamation Hells Canyon Project Report is similar to (@). 

(c) The President’s Water Resources Policy Commission Report, volume 1, 
page 26, urges construction of Hells Canyon Dam. 

Your attention is also invited to the possible applicability of section 7 (b) of 
part 1 of the Federal Power Act whereunder the Commission can, as in the case 
of the St. Lawrenc2 project, deny a license and recommend development by the 
United States. 

Such public development is appropriate because of the vast financial stake of 
the United States in present and potential downstream dams which would benefit 
from Hells Canyon Dam and which would be adversely affected both as to 
generation capacity and financial result by an Oxbow development. The public 
and cooperative agencies which are members of this association and which pur- 
chase electric power from the Bonneville Power Administration would be ad- 
versely affected financially by construction of Oxbow instead of Hells Canyon 
because of the impact on the level of BPA wholesale power rates. 

We therefore recommend that the Commission deny the Idaho Power Co. 
application, and secondly, that the Commission under part 1, section 7 (b) ree- 
ommend development by the United States. 

Sincerely, 
NortTHWEST PusLic PowER ASSOCIATION, 
Gus Norwoon, Hrecutive Secretary. 





en ann 
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HELLS CANYON DAM ENDORSED BY PRESIDENT’S WATER RESOURCES POLICY COMMISSION 


Late in 1950 the President’s Water Resources Policy Commission completed 
its monumental three-volume report on national water policy. 

Of the 10 major river basins which the members of the Commission visited 
and studied in some detail, the Columbia River Basin was given the greatest 
emphasis and futhermore, of the thousand or so Northwest projects studied by 
Federal agencies, the Commission selected the Hells Canyon Dam for special 
attention and comment. This comment is in the form of an unqualified recom- 
mendation for early authorization and construction of the Hells Canyon Dam. 
Reference is made to volume 1 entitled, “A Water Policy for the American Peo- 
ple,” where the Commission on page 26 says: 

“Improper timing of new works may cost the Nation as real and as permanent 
damages as their construction under faulty development policies. While it is 
essential to set a highly fiexible time schedule so as to take account of changing 
conditions, it is possible and desirable to indicate the relative priority of some 
immediate proposals for the Columbia. Major dams such as the Chief Joseph, 
Albeni Falls, Hungry Horse, and Hells Canyon projects should be completed as 
soon as practicable. 

Of the four projects singled out by the Commission only Hells Canyon still re- 
quires congressional authorization. 

The Commission’s recommendation for early authorization of Hells Canyon 
Dam is supported in detail in volume 2, entitled, “Ten Rivers in America’s 
Future.” On pages 10, 18-19, and 73 may be found their more complete justifica- 
tion stated chiefly in terms of the necessity for upstream storage and compre- 
hensive development. 


WHO IS OPPOSED TO HELLS CANYON DAM? 


Since 1947 the: Idaho Power Co., has waged unrelenting propaganda warfare 
against the Hells Canyon Dam. This campaign has been paid for by the com- 
pany’s electric customers and by the United States Government. However, 
neither the customers nor the Federal Government have had any choice in the 
matter. The company charges its lobbying and propaganda costs to normal op- 
erating expenses which are paid from electric revenues. Since the expenses are 
deducted before Federal income taxes, Uncle Sam unwittingly helps finance this 
campaign of lies. 

Why is the Idaho Power Co. opposed to Hells Canyon? 

In the first place, it wants to build a small dam instead at the Oxbow site and 
at some future date might want to build four other small dams all in the Hells 
Canyon reservoir. Their maximum possible output would total a mere 530,000 
kilowatts and there would be no flood-control storage whatsoever. 

Secondly, the company is bitterly opposed to the Federal power program. 
This opposition is in line with its policy of not tolerating any competition or any 
competitive conditions which might disturb its present ironclad monopoly. 


HANDS NOT CLEAN 


However, the Idaho Power Co. does not come into court with clean hands. 

Firstly, there is the litle matter of the willful and ruthless destruction of three 
rural electric cooperatives by the Idaho Power Co. and an attempt to destroy a 
fourth cooperative. Secondly, there is the record of exorbitant electric rates in 
an area of remarkably low generation costs. These high rates indicate a 
financial policy of profit maximization regardless of the bad effect upon the econ- 
omy of Idaho. Thirdly, there is a reasonable presumption that the company has 
exercised a restraining influence on the development of phosphate fertilizer 
manufacture in the State. Fourthly, the company has not been particularly nice 
in the matter of water rights. In a State where water rights are often more 
important than landownership, the company has not hesitated to enforce its 
rights to use water for power generation even if the effect was to limit irrigation. 
The company has filed on most of the waterpower sites in the State and the heart 
of the present controversy is whether the company shall be permitted to take over 
the tremendous power resources of central Idaho or whether these shall be re- 
served to the people. 

DEATH TO COOPERATIVES 


The relationships of the Idaho Power Co. and rural electric cooperatives cannot 
be described as friendly. The company serves a compact valley of intensively 
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irrigated farms. The 95,270 residential consumers were served as of the end of 
1950 from 9,855 miles of distribution line, which is an average of 10 customers 
per mile of line as against 1 to 2 customers per mile for rural electric systems. 
The company has had an easy and profitable job of serving farms and was able 
to reach over 90 percent of the farms in its area. The remainder of the people 
were out of luck. These people after many years of pleading finally jumped at 
the chance to form rural electric cooperatives. But as soon as they obtained an 
REA loan or began to stake a line, the Idaho Power Co. sent in a crew to build a 
“spite line” to pick up the cream of the area. Nevertheless the cooperatives con- 
tinued with their objectives of serving all under an area coverage policy. 

The unfortunate cooperatives were: Long Valley Electric Cooperative, Don- 
nelly, Idaho; Jordan Valley Electric Cooperative, Jordan Valley, Oreg.; and 
Malheur Cooperative Electric Association, Vale, Oreg. The wiping out of each 
of these cooperatives is a heartbreaking story of a small group of people being 
bludgeoned into submission by a powerful and ruthless corporation. 

The pattern as described by one writer in the Pacific Northwest Cooperator 
issue of June 1949 is one of a “military type pincers or financial nutcracker 
applied by Idaho Power precision, speed, and force, to struggling Matheur. 
Isolated from low cost Bonneville 344 mills wholesale power, it was forced to 
buy from IPC at 10 to 11 mills. Through its competing lines, Idaho Power, 
drawing energy largely from Bureau of Reclamation dams, then undercut the 
co-op rates. The inevitable happened * * *.” 

However, on the attempt to kill a fourth cooperative the Idaho Power Co. 
failed. The little Prairie Power Electric Cooperative at Fairfield, Idaho, under- 
went the usual pressure. But with the completion of the Anderson Ranch Dam 
by the Bureau of Reclamation the cooperative was able to hook on and become 
free of the company. They now know and cherish the meaning of freedom. 

The irony in the first three situations was the fact that the cooperatives, 
as preference customers, were unable to obtain power from the many power 
plants of the Bureau of Reclamation. The Idaho Power Co. obtained all the 
power and turned around and resold this 2- and 2%-mill power at 10 and 11 
mills to the cooperatives. This practice has gone on in contravention of the 
power policy of the Congress of the United States. 


MONOPOLISTIC PRACTICES 


Although the Idaho Power Co., enjoys a remarkably low hydro generation 
cost of only 3.16 mills per kilowatt-hour, it has one of the highest electric rates 
in the region. Where Tacoma sells 250 kilowatt-hours a month for $3.20, the 
Idaho Power Co. demands $6. Or viewed in another way, for $6 the customer 
ean buy 250 kilowatt-hours in Boise but in Tacoma he will receive 640 kilowatt- 
hours or more than 2% times as much electricity for his money. 

Idaho Power Co. rates are higher than the rates of all major private utilities 
in the Pacific Northwest, and of course they are considerably higher than the 
rates of the larger public power systems. In order to save the time of your 
committee the association offers to prove that Idaho Power Co. rates are un- 
reasonably high. 

These rates are possible because of the monopoly position of the company 
and the ability of the company to maintain “a satisfactory political climate 
at the State capitol in Boise.” 

For these various reasons we do not think the Idaho Power Co. can qualify 
to play the part of protector of the public interest. 


Hetts CANYON DAM ENDORSED By RESOLUTIONS OF THE NORTHWEST PUBLIC 
Power ASSOCIATION 


On three separate occasions the board of trustees of the Northwest Public 
Power Association endorsed the Hells Canyon project. 

On November 18, 1948, the trustees endorsed phase B of the Corps of Engineers 
308 Review Report which called for immediate authorization of six major 
projects including the Hells Canyon project. 

On June 26, 1951, the board adopted the following resolution (as amended 
September 14, 1951): 

“The board of trustees of the Northwest Public Power Association at its 
meeting June 26, 1951, discussed at length the policy questions involved in the 
proposed construction of the Hells Canyon Dam on the Snake River between 
the States of Idaho and Oregon. 
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“It is noted that the separate reports of the Bureau of Reclamation and the 
Corps of Engineers are virtually identical in recommending Hells Canyon Dam 
as being the most desirable manner of providing for the most comprehensive 
development of the middle reaches of the Snake River. 

“The Hells Canyon Dam would be a multiple-purpose project providing navi- 
gation, flood control, hydroelectric power and recreational benefits. There will 
be no benefits involved. Fisheries will not be adversely affected. 

“This association strongly urges the earliest practicable start of construction 
of the Hells Canyon Dam regardless of whether the construction be by the 
Bureau of Reclamation or by the Corps of Engineers. 

“The Hells Canyon Dam would provide some 4,400,000 acre-feet of storage 
not only as a major contribution to the control of floods but also as a safeguard 
against a critical water year. Thus, the capturing of spring floodwaters would 
result in stored water for power generation during the critical winter months 
when electric power demand is greatest. It is particularly to be noted that such 
water would be used ultimately in 10 downstream plants for power generation 

“Hells Canyon Dam facilities for power generation should be financed on a 
strictly self-liquidating basis providing for complete retirement of power invest- 
ment over 50 years or a similar reasonable period.” 

On January 25, 1952 the trustees resolved : 

“The association reaffirms its position endorsing the construction of the Hells 
Canpon Dam and recommends as its first preference that the enabling legisla- 
tion be patterned after the Hungry Horse Dam Act.” 

The preference for the Hungry Horse Dam Act is based on precedent and 
favorable experience, 


Hunery Horse Dam Act 


The Hungry Horse Dam Act is a good precedent for use in drafting enabling 
legislation for the Hells Canyon Dam. It is short, simple, clear, flexible, fair, 
and easy to administer. It has worked well in practice. 

In submitting a substitute draft of a Hells Canyon Dam Act and recommending 
it for your consideration we have in mind the desirability of a clean bill. 

We also have in mind the fact that the present bill represents a compromise 
representing the collaboration of the Bureau of Reclamation office at Boise and 
the Idaho Power Co. at Boise which may not be in the best public interest. 

The Northwest Public Power Association recognizes the legitimate interest of 
the Idaho Power Co. in power output from Hells Canyon Dam. Just last year 
the association noted the signing of 5-year rolling contracts between Bonneville 
Power Administration and the private utilities and raised no objections thereto. 

But it-is not proper that the United States Government should find itself in 
the position of requesting permission from the Idaho Power Co. to build this 
project. Yet the present bill is a bill to appease the company. The reservation 
of 300,000 kilowatts to the State of Idaho has no precedent in the Pacific North- 
west and it has only a bad precedent in Arizona. 

Under the HungryHorse Dam Act the at-site prime power of that project has 
been reserved for wholesaling in Montana, to public, cooperative, or private 
utilities or industries. The Montana Power Co. at once received 50,000 kilo- 
watts under a 5-year rolling contract with no objection raised by the Northwest 
Public Power Association. In fact the wholesale power rate to 12 rural electric 
cooperatives was reduced from 9 to 5.5 mills. Two large industries were drawn 
into Montana by virtue of the availability of power. These industries will be 
using power which could flow westward. Yet the people west of Hungry Horse 
are satisfied because of the eminent fairness of the arrangement whereunder 
the at-site firm power is reserved to the locality. 

On behalf of our member utilities in southern Idaho and likewise in the 
interest of balanced regional development including the encouragement of phos- 
phate fertilizer production in southern Idaho we can complain against the 
proposed 300,000-kilowatt reservation in the present bill on four counts: 

(1) The reservation is too small and should be increased. 

(2) The reservation should provide for sale in the States of Oregon and Idaho 
or half in each and should not be to the State of Idaho. The Federal Govern- 
ment should not permit State dictation of Federal power policy. 

I desire at this point to express what must be strictly a personal opinion, that 
to an appreciable extent the government of the State of Idaho is temporarily 
captive, and is in fact controlled by the Idaho Power Co. Thus any reservation 
to the State government is likely to be a direct grant of Federal property to a 
private corporation. 
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(3) The reservation to the State government probably would also operate in 
opposition to the national interest in the promotion of phosphate fertilizer 
production. 

(4) The proposed marketing provision would be unduly complicated and cum- 
bersome and it would be difficult to administer in the public interest. 

After consideration of all these factors we respectfully recommend the fol- 
lowing substitute bill. 

The substitute bill is confined to Hells Canyon Dam as a flood control, naviga- 
tion, and power project. The association is not testifying on the Payette River 
projects as these are not germane. 

The association is in favor of early construction of Hells Canyon Dam by 
either the Corps of Engineers or the Bureau of Reclamation. Our objective is 
to get the dam built. 

In urging the enactment of the following substitute bill the Northwest Public 
Power Association is indicating its first choice or preference. 

As a second choice the association endorses the enactment of S. 2812 and 
H. R. 5743. 

As a third choice the association urges the enactment of a simple resolution 
reserving to the Congress the ultimate determination of how the waters of the 
Middle Snake River shall be utilized. 


AN ACT To provide for the construction of the Hells Canyon Dam on the Snake River 
between the States of Oregon and Idaho, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That for the purpose of controlling floods, 
improving navigation, regulating the flow of the Snake River, for the generation 
of electric energy, recreation and for other beneficial uses, primarily in the 
States of Oregon and Idaho, but also in downstream areas, the Secretary of the 
Interior is authorized and directed to proceed as soon as practicable with the 
construction, operation and maintenance of the proposed Hells Canyon Dam, 
including facilities for generating electric energy, on the Snake River between 
the States of Oregon and Idaho in accordance with plans set forth in volume 2 
of House Document 473, Eighty-first Congress, with such modifications as do not 
change the requirement to provide comprehensive development of the potential 
uses of said works, as the Secretary of the Interior may find advisable after 
consultation with the Secretary of the Army and such other agencies as may be 
concerned: Provided, That surplus electric energy generated at the project shall 
be disposed of in accordance with existing laws relating to the disposition of 
power at Bonneville Dam. 

Sec. 2. The operation of the Hells Canyon project shall be only such as does 
not conflict with any present beneficial consumptive use, valid under State law, 
of the upstream waters of the Snake River and its tributaries, and as does not 
conflict with any future depletion of streamflows arising from future upstream 
diversion for beneficial consumptive uses under State law. 

Sec. 3. There are hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such sums as may be required to carry out 
the purposes of this Act. 





Exuisit No. 2 
{From the Pacific Northwest Public Power Bulletin, Vancouver, Wash., July 14, 1952] 
COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT URGED 


Rarely in the debate of public questions does the cause of the people become 
as clear-cut and does it involve the challenge presented by the Hells Canyon Dam 
issue. 

As in the Muscle Shoals struggle of the 1920’s the question here, too, comes 
down to whether the people shall be permitted to continue their ownership of 
a great public asset and to develop that asset on a comprehensive basis in the 
best public interest. 


STATEMENT OF THE NORTHWEST PUBLIC POWER ASSOCIATION BEFORE THE FEDERAL 
POWER COMMISSION, JULY 14, 1952 AT BAKER, OREG., URGING DENIAL OF THE 
OXBOW DAM APPLICATION OF THE IDAHO POWER ©O. 


My name is Gus Norwood. I serve as executive secretary of the Northwest 
Public Power Association, a nonpartisan, nonprofit association which is incor- 
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porated under the laws of the State of Washington, and is owned and operated 
by 83 rural electric cooperatives, public utility districts, peoples utility districts, 
mutual electric cooperatives and municipal electric distribution systems in Mon- 
tana, Idaho, Oregon, Washington, and Alaska. Although not all public and co- 
operative systems are members of this association, our member utilities serve 
about 85 to 90 percent of all consumers of public and cooperative systems. 

In the aggregate the public and cooperative electric systems of the Pacific 
Northwest have a public utility responsibility for providing electric service to 
some 2 million people or 39 percent of the regional population. They operate 
half a billion dollars worth of electric plant ranging from the huge installations 
of Seattle and Tacoma on the one hand to the many small rural electric systems 
on the other hand. This region has, for instance, a total of 80 REA borrowers 
which were serving 104,689 member-consumers, and were operating 45,091 
miles of line and a plant investment of $90,133,523 as of February 29, 1952. 

Historically many of the public power systems are the oldest electric utilities 
in the region. Thus MeMinnville, Oreg., went into the electric business in 188), 
Tacoma 1893, Centralia, Ellensburg, Milton-Freewater, and Forest Grove about 
1895. By the time the Idaho Power Co. was incorporated in the State of Maine 
in 1915 the cities of Seattle and Eugene were in business and many mutual 
cooperatives and municipalities were operating electric systems in southern 
Idaho. 


VITAL INTEREST OF 2,000,000 POWER CONSUMERS IN THIS PROCEEDING 


The main purpose and interest of this association is in the solution of oper- 
ating, engineering, accounting, and management problems to the end that our 
consumers may enjoy the best possible electric service at the lowest possible cost. 
However, two of the most important of our operating problems have to do with 
future power supply and the wholesale rates at which such power will be avyail- 
able. Because the Oxbow Dam license application involves our power supply 
and wholesale rates, this association has found it necessary to file a petition of 
intervention in this proceeding. 

The extent of this interest is indicated by the rapidly increasing power bills 
of the 76 public and cooperative utilities which obtain power from the Federal 
dams through the transmission system of the Bonneville Power Administration. 
In calendar year 1951 these power purchases amounted to $11,529,724 or an in- 
crease of 37 percent over the 1950 purchases of $9,042,815. Our power needs 
are growing rapidly. 

The concern with future power supplies and rates may be termed the economic 
interest of this association and this is reflected in three ways. The wholesale 
power rates which are filed by the Bonneville Power Administration and ap- 
proved by the Federal Power Commission must, under the Federal statutes, 
reflect the actual cost of power, and therefore these rate schedules must respond 
adversely to any scheme of developing the Columbia River and its tributaries 
which does not make the most economical utilization of the power sites which 
are available for development by the federal Government. 

The first economic impact of the construction of the Oxbow Dam instead of 
the Hells Canyon Dam would be to prolong or tend to prolong the present power 
shortage. Obviously the power shortage is less likely to be overcome if a de- 
velopment scheme brings in only half of the potential power available at a 
particular site. It is equally obvious that a power shortage causes economic 
hardship upon electric utilities and in fact upon the entire economy of the 
affected region, So our first economic concern is over the possibility that the 
rate may be satisfactory but no additional power may be available at that rate 
or any other rate. 

A more specific and more certain economic impact upon our utilities would 
result in actual higher wholesale power rates because the failure to obtain the 
full benefit of the low-cost power available at Hells Canyon would necessitate 
the construction of higher cost projects to obtain an equivalent amount of power. 

A third economic impact upon our systems would come in later years as this 
region approaches ultimate development of its hydroelectric potentialities. At 
that time it would be necessary to build steam plants as substitute for the 
difference in the generating capability of the small dams as against the Hells 
Canyon Dam. This difference is expected initially to be on the order of 500,000 
to 600,000 kilowatts of prime power with the possibility of tapering off in 
later years due to upstream irrigation diversions to about half this much. Such 
steam generation instead of the low cost Hells Canyon Dam power would 
obviously force an unwarranted additional increase in wholesale rates. 
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Having mentioned three specific and direct economic concerns which our 
member utilities have in this proceeding, I should like now to pass on to a 
second and more general area of concern. Our utilities have a strong common 
interest in comprehensive multiple-purpose development of the natural resources 
of the Pacific Northwest. The.records of this association make repeated ref- 
erence to the broad objectives of integrated development. The resolutions of 
the association repeatedly urge Congress to take some action in the furtherance 
of regional conservation and comprehensive development. And let me emphasize 
regional development. That is why these many public and cooperative power 
systems with all their diversities and despite the great distances between systems 
have nonetheless organized themselves on a regional basis as the Northwest 
Public Power Association. 

It is significant that our endorsement of broad regional development includes 
an endorsement of fisheries programs and other nonpower matters with the result 
that fish ladders are placed in dams and other costs are incurred which causes 
a rise in the cost of wholesale power. Our utilities thus do not take the view 
that power should override other functions. They endorse comprehensive de- 
velopment which is for the greatest good even if the cost of power might be a 
little more as a consequence. 

As part of their support of broad development these utilities support the pro- 
posal to provide 3,880,000 acre-feet of usable flood control storage in the Hells 
Canyon of the Snake River. Since the Idaho Power Co. plan would provide no 
flood control storage whatsoever, our member systems recognize the Oxbow appli- 
cation as a serious threat to the region’s flood control objective. Over and above 
the need for additional flood control is the need for tremendous reservoir storage 
“apacity for power purposes. Long after the immediate flood control needs of 
the region have been met, we shall be searching for all possible ways and means 
to develop more upstream storage for power purposes. And for that reason we 
do not propose to surrender a single potential acre-foot of economical power 
storage. 

Already Glacier View, Paradise, Kooskia, Springston, and Zed Canyon and 
other fine reservoir projects are resisted on one excuse or another. The Hells 
Canyon requires no road or rail relocation or flooding of good farmlands. If the 
Hells Canyon cannot be built, what chance is there of ever getting some upstream 
storage for either flood coutrol or power? 

From Lewiston, Idaho, for a distance of 495 miles to the Pacific Ocean, every 
community along the Snake and Columbia Rivers has an interest in the abatement 
of floods. In 1948 we had a flood which caused $100 million in damages. But 
the interest in the power output of the Columbia River system extends even more 
widely over the region. Under the proposed plan of operating the Hells Canyon 
Dam the flood waters of the Snake River will be caught in the Hells Canyon Dam 
Reservoir and be released in the power-short winter months whereupon the 
waters will pass through each downstream hydroplant. The impact of this 
added peaking generation will extend throughout the Northwest power pool and 
will affect the customers of every electric utility, public, cooperative, and private. 
In the Pacific Northwest when the frequency sags to 59 cycles, the reading is 59 
cycles throughout the region because this is one power system. 

Under their philosophy of comprehensive development our utility systems rec- 
ognize a relationship between the construction of the Hells Canyon Dam and the 
utilization of the valuable phosphate beds of southern Idaho. Today these beds 
containing 70 percent of the proven phosphate reserves of the Nation lie dor- 
mant because of the lack of low-cost power necessary for processing. I am ad- 
vised that the cost of phosphatic fertilizers in the Pacific Northwest could be 
reduced $8 per ton if the Federal Government could make available 214-mill 
power in southern Idaho. 

The extension of a Federal transmission line into southern Idaho and the 
utilization of the surplus carrying capacity of the existing Idaho Power Co. trans- 
mission lines would also serve another important purpose in addition to helping 
Northwest farmers get lower cost phosphates. These lines could feed into lower 
voltage transmission lines to over a dozen public and cooperative power utilities 
in southern Idaho who are now hamstrung because of high power rates. As 
recently as September 14, 1950, the members of the Northwest Public Power Asso- 
ciation recognized the need of these public and cooperative systems of southern 
Idaho and at their suggestion endorsed a resolution which urged that southern 
Idaho be made part of the power marketing area of the Bonneville Power 
Administration. 


ES 








HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 1135 


Yet another interest of this association in such Federal transmission lines, 
which would be constructed incident to the Hells Canyon Dam, is the fact that 
such a direct source of Federal power would enable a number of southern Idaho 
publie and cooperative utilities to become independent of the Idaho Power Co. 
in the matter of power supply. 

It is a matter of record that the Idaho Power Co. has through discriminatory 
rate schedules, the construction of duplicating lines and spite lines and by means 
of extensive propaganda campaigns succeeded in putting out of existence three 
rural electric cooperatives in southern Idaho and eastern Oregon and has at- 
tempted to eliminate another. The propensity of the Idaho Power Co. to conduct 
economie warfare upon our small cooperatives must of necessity stir our interest. 
Our association is motivated by a desire to be of mutual assistance. We go to 
the aid of our members which might be in difficulty. Our concern in these mat- 
ters is accentuated by the fact that neither in Oregon nor Idaho was any attempt 
made by the so-called regulatory bodies to curb the highhanded conduct of the 
Idaho Power Co. in using the ratepayer’s money for the purpose of killing off 
these small cooperatives. 

The answer to the problem of the phosphate industry, the answer to the high 
wholesale power costs of the public and cooperative systems in southern Idaho 
and the answer to the ruthless tactics of the Idaho Power Co. is simply to build 
Federal transmission lines into southern Idaho, and this objective would be 
facilitated by the construction of the Hells Canyon Dam. 

One additional concern of our utilities will complete the statement of our vari- 
ous interests in this proceeding. This association is on record as favoring the 
building of an interregional transmission tie between Baker and LaGrande, 
Oreg., in order to facilitate the exchange of surplus power and provide emergency 
backup between the eastern group and the western group of the Northwest power 
pool. The Idaho Power Co. has resisted this intertie and has succeeded thus far 
in having this line killed on two occasions as part of the construction program 
of the Bonneville Power Administration. This gap is an electrical anomaly 
which is maintained by the Idaho Power Co. as a buffer no-man’s-land between its 
monopoly service area and the postage stamp rate influence of the Federal grid 
system. It insists upon maintaining this gap even though the electric analyzer 
board studies show great benefits from the use of such an intertie to the utilities, 
not to mention the broad public benefits from the resultant more adequate power 
supply in both areas. This intertie would necessarily be built incident to the 
Federal construction of the Hells Canyon Dam. 

This tabulation of the various interests of the public and cooperative power 
systems is in addition to their concern on the ground of the general public interest. 


CONGRESS ASSUMES JURISDICTION OVER THE HELLS CANYON 


Congress has on two occasions indicated its assumption of jurisdiction over the 
proposed Hells Canyon Dam project. When the United States Senate considered 
the rivers and harbors and flood-control bill of 1950 there was proposed an amend- 
ment thereto which provided for the creation of the Columbia Basin account and 
also proposed to authorize the construction by the Bureau of Reclamation of the 
Hells Canyon Dam and a number of high-cost irrigation projects including the 
Mountain Home project. The Senate rejected the amendment on two grounds: 
It did not like the provision for the huge irrigation subsidy and secondly it did 
not wish to authorize such costly irrigation projects at that time. In no sense 
was this action prejudicial to the Hells Canyon Dam although its authorization 
temporarily fell by the wayside. It is significant to note the colloquy between 
Senator Chavez, chairman of the Senate Public Works Committee who was in 
charge of the bill, and Senator Magnuson. Senator Chavez offered to include the 
Hells Canyon Dam in the bill with provision that it be built by the Corps of Engi- 
neers. Senator Magnuson declined this offer. If he had accepted this offer by 
Senator Chavez, the Hells Canyon Dam would today be an authorized project and 
there would not now be a hearing on the Oxbow project. 

The April 14, 1950, Chavez offer appears on page 5253 of the Congressional 
Record as follows: “If the Senator from Washington will submit his amendment 
providing for the construction of the Hells Canyon project by the Army engineers, 
I shall be glad to take the amendment to conference to see what can be done; 
but not if it provides that the Bureau of Reclamation shall do the work.” 

It will be noted that the rivers and harbors and flood control bill of 1950 
authorized the Priest Rapids Dam, Libby, Albeni Falls, the Dalles and the 
John Day Dam. These five projects constitute phase C of the Corps of Engineers 
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308 review report except for Hells Canyon Dam which was originally also part 
of phase C until jurisdiction over Hells Canyon was transferred from the Army 
to the Bureau of Reclamation under the terms of the agreement of April 11, 1949. 

The second overt indication on the part of Congress in assuming jurisdiction 
over the Hells Canyon project was the introduction of the Hells Canyon Dam 
authorization bill (S. 2812 and H. R. 5743), the holding of hearings on H. R. 5743 
by the House Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs in April and June 1952 
and the public statement by Senator O’Mahoney that the Senate Committee on 
Interior and Insular Affairs would hold hearings on S. 2812 early in 1953. 

While Congress has clearly assumed jurisdiction over the Hells Canyon Dam 
I recognize that in a narrow, technical legal sense that does not deprive the 
Federal Power Commission of its jurisdiction. Only when Congress actually 
approves a comprehensive development plan as in the Tennessee and Missouri 
Rivers or specifically excludes FPC from jurisdiction as at Niagara or the 
Colorado River or otherwise authorizes Federal construction does jurisdiction 
pass out of the hands of FPC. Furthermore I appreciate that to a certain extent 
the Federal Power Commission is an arm of the Congress. 

There can be no question, however, that the Federal Power Commission has 
jurisdiction over the Hells Canyon of the Snake River under part I, section 7 (b), 
of the Federal Power Act which reads as follows: “Whenever, in the judgment 
of the Commission, the development of any water resources for public purposes 
should be undertaken by the United States itself, the Commission shall not 
approve any application for any project affecting such development, but shall 
cause to be made such examinations, surveys, reports, plans, and estimates of 
the cost of the proposed development as it may find necessary, and shall submit 
its findings to Congress with such recommendations as it may find appropriate 
concerning such development.” 

A recent precedent for this type of jurisdiction was that of the St. Lawrence 
seaway and power project in which case the Commission denied the license 
application of the State of New York and recommended to Congress that the 
project be undertaken by the United States. I submit that the Hells Canyon 
is a close analogy to the St. Lawrence project and that the Commission can act 
on this matter which is clearly within its jurisdiction by recommending to the 
Congress that here too it would be most appropriate for the United States to 
undertake the development. 

However, the St. Lawrence could have been built on a private basis with 
financing from navigation tolls and power revenue. Section 7 (b) comes into 
most forceful play when “public purposes” become involved such as flood control 
as in the case of Hells Canyon. Thus the flood control aspect of Hells Canyon 
contrasted to the omission of such flood control in the Idaho Power Co. scheme 
is itself a sufficient involvement of “public purposes” as to make mandatory upon 
the Commission the rejection under section 7 (b) of the application, 


COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT IS THE TEST 


The issue involved in the development of the Hells Canyon of the Snake River 
is whether a private power company under the primary motivation of profit is 
to be allowed to take possession of a tremendously valuable part of the public 
domain, to make a partial development thereof up to the point of maximizing its 
profits, and to ruin and weste over half of the potential public benefits inherent 
in this valuable multipurpose reservoir site. 

As an alternative of this single-purpose, partial development with the dominant 
purpose of seeking profit we have the plan of the Corps of Engineers and the 
Bureau of Reclamation as endorsed by the President’s Water Resources Policy 
Commission and the Bonneville Power Administration. The Federal roposal is 
a truly comprehensive, multiple-purpose plan looking toward obtaining the 
maximum possible public benefits. The plan for ublic develoment will achieve 
3,880,000 acre-feet of vitally needed, active flood-control storage, as against no 
storage whatsoever under the private power company scheme. The Federal 
plan will achieve 1,124,000 kilowatts of prime power benefits as against a maxi- 
mum possible 530,000 kilowatts for the Idaho Power Co. dams if all of them are 
in fact built, which is highly doubtful. The Fedéral plan will likewise provide 
some recreational and navigational benefits. 

This issue as it comes before the Federal Power Commission involves section 
10 (a) and section 7 (b) of the Federal Power Act. Section 10 (a) requires that 
no license be issued if the applicant’s proposal is not “best adapted to a compre- 
hensive plan for improving or developing a waterway or waterways for the use 
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or benefit of interstate or foreign commerce, for the improvement and utilization 
of waterpower development, and for other beneficial public uses, including 
recreational purposes * * *” 

The key here is the definition of “comprehensive.” For an authoritative 
definition we must turn to volume III of the report of the President’s Water 
Resources Policy Commission. This excellent book entitled “Water Resources 
Law” is the work of 11 eminent Federal attorneys, 4 of whom are now on the 
Federal Power Commission legal staff. It would appear to be reasonable to 
assume that chapter 9 which is entitled “Comprehensive Development and 
which extends for over 100 pages from 383 to 493 fairly reflects the best legal 
thinking of the Federal Power Commission. 

They agree on this definition: 

“Comprehensive development, as applied to water resources and related land 
uses, may be defined as basinwide development for optimum beneficial uses of a 
river system and its watershed.” This definition appears on page 383 and again 
on 487. We concur in this definition. 

Which project, the Hells Canyon or the five small dams, best meets the test of 
comprehensive development? 

Under the requirements of section 10 (a) the application of the Idaho Power 
Co. for a license to construct the Oxbow Dam has two fatal defects. The plan 
fails to meet the test for comprehensive development because the entire 3,880,000 
acre-feet of flood-control storage would be sacrificed and secondly over half of 
the potential waterpower would be sacrificed. There is no alternative method 
of obtaining these benefits and still obtain full development of the region’s 
hydroelectric potential. 

It is necessary to add that these important benefits are proposed to be sacri- 
ficed needlessly. It is not as if it were impractical or uneconomic to capture 
these benefits. 

The comprehensive plan of the Corps of Engineers and the Bureau of Reclama- 
tion is both practical and economical. An essential element of such compre- 
hensive development is the provision of flood-control storage which comes under 
the jurisdiction of the Corps of Engineers. Another important element is the 
provision for a plan of operation and financial accounting for downstream power 
generation benefits which involves hydraulic and electrical integration with 
other Federal hydroelectric power projects which are now in existence, being 
built or contemplated on the Snake and Columbia Rivers. These involvements 
are the more real because the Federal Government now owns and operates 
hydroelectric power projects and transmission facilities in the Pacific Northwest 
value at well over half a billion dollars and also has over a billion dollars under 
construction or authorized. 

It is thus readily apparent that the Federal Government should itself be the 
chief intervener at this proceeding not only on the ground of comprehensive 
development and the general welfare but on the score of its specific business 
investment in the largest hydroelectric power system in the world. It can be 
said categorically on the basis of known evidence that only the Federal Govern- 
ment appears to be competent in this case to provide for the best comprehensive 
development of the Hells Canyon of the Snake River for all public purposes in 
the best public interest. 

This leads logically to section 7 (b) of the Federal Power Act and manda- 
torially invokes its provisions that the Federal Power Commission must deny the 
license application of the Idaho Power Co, and must recommend to the Congress 
that development be undertaken by the United States itself. 

A further warrant for a Commission recommendation for Federal construc- 
tion under section 7 (b) derives from the fact that the public systems of this 
association or one or more of them could apply for a license to construct the 
Hells Canyon Dam. Under the Federal Power Act this application would enjoy 
a special preference over the Oxbow application in addition to the merits of 
Hells Canyon over the Oxbow scheme. However, our public and cooperative 
systems have not yet applied to construct Hells Canyon. But, by their endorse- 
ment of the Federal scheme they may possibly be considered to have transferred 
their preference status to the Federal Government. 


TIME FOR A VIGOROUS VETO 


If the many provisions of the Federal Power Act were to be boiled down into 
two words which must express the essence of the law, these two words would 
most certainly be “comprehensive development.” 
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Suppose there were no Federal Power Act and that Congress had just enacted 
a bill authorizing the Idaho Power Co. to construct the Oxbow Dam, what action 
should the President take? Obviously he would have to veto the act. And in 
looking for language with which he should couch his veto message he would 
find that the Rainy River bill veto message written by President Theodore 
Roosevelt in 1908 would quite thoroughly fit the case. 

This is truly amazing and it is an amazing indication of just how far the 
Idaho Power Co. would like to turn back the clock, a mere 44 years. 

It is significant that the essence of President Roosevelt’s Rainy River veto 
message is also the concept of “comprehensive development.” He stated that 
inland waterways should be improved “upon a consistent unified plan by which 
each part would be made to help every other part.” In that same message he 
pointed out the power potential of our navigable streams and declared “this 
natural wealth is the heritage of the people * * * We are now at the beginning 
of great development in water power. Its use through electrical transmission 
is entering more and more largely into every element of the daily life of the 
people.” The President declared that developments should not be permitted 
which would ultimately interfere with better utilization of the water or com- 
plete development of the power. 

The veto power exercised by President Roosevelt in 1908 now resides in the 
Federal Power Commission. It should be used to the fullest extent. 


Exuisit No. 3 
[From the Pacific Northwest Public Power Bulletin, September 1953) 
MoNnTANA’S PARADISE DAM THREATENED 


Montana’s best power site will never be developed if the Montana Power Co. 
has its way. In that case not only Montana but the Pacific Northwest and 
indeed the entire Nation will be the loser. 


BUFFALO RAPIDS DAM 


On July 20, 1953, the Montana Power Co. applied to the Federal Power Com- 
mission for a preliminary permit to construct a 60-foot 80,000-kilowatt dam at 
Buffalo Rapids on the Flathead River 4 miles below Kerr Dam. 

Unfortunately Buffalo Rapids is located 60 feet under the reservoir surface of 
the Army’s proposed Paradise Dam. The Buffalo Rapids Dam would skim off 
the upper 60 feet of the Paradise Dam Reservoir, reduce its usable storage from 
4,080,000 acre-feet to 860,000, and render Paradise Dam unfeasible. 

So here is another case of a private power corporation wanting to build a small 
dam in the bottom of a large reservoir project. The issue in the Buffalo Rapids 
Dam versus Paradise Dam is the same as in the battle of the Kettle Falls Dam 
versus Grand Coulee Dam. It is the same issue involved in the Oxbow Dam 
versus Hells Canyon Dam. 

THE PARADISE DAM 


The Corps of Engineers has made extensive studies of the Paradise Dam site. 
The foundations have been core drilled, the alternate sites have been studied and 
discarded, and considerable work has been done on preparation of plans and 
cost estimates. 

The Armys’ proposed Paradise Dam would be located 2 miles downstream from: 
2aradise, Mont., 144 miles above Plains, Mont., and 74 miles west of Missoula. 
The dam would be located on the Clark Fork 4 miles below the point at which 
the Flathead River flows into the Clark Fork. The reservoir would be 2,700: 
feet above sea level which is identical with the tailwater elevation of Kerr Dam. 
The huge reservoir would extend up the Clark Fork 49 miles and up the Flat- 
head River 72 miles. 

The project would be in 4 parts with the main earthfill dam 270 feet high, 
3,750 feet long, and with a crest height of 2,715 feet above sea level. Just down- 
stream on the right bank will be the powerhouse with eight 72,000-kilowatt units 
for an initial installation of 576,000 kilowatts but with provision for 6 additional 
units for an ultimate installation of 1,008,000 kilowatts. The project is rated at 
312,000 kilowatts of nominal prime power. Downstream from the powerhouse 
will be the concrete spillway and an earthfill saddle dam. Estimated cost of the 
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project at January 1948 prices was $265,569,000 of which some $80 million would 
go for railroad relocation 

The ratio of benefits to costs is 1.71 to 1.0 which is quite favorable when 
compared with Libby 1.95, Glacier View 1.84, Kooskia 1.39, Nez Perce 1.35, 
Springston 1.32, Hells Canyon 1.31, The Dalles 1.25, Priest Rapids 1.22, and 
John Day 1.21. 

The drainage basin above the dam comprises 19,900 square miles. It had a 
maximum record discharge of 21,300,000 acre-feet of water in 1928, a minimum 
of 6,400,000 in 1941, and a mean of 12,240,000. This amounts to 18,410 cubie feet 
per second. The maximum flood of record is 360,000 cubic feet per second, how- 
ever the project is designed to reduce this to 80,000 cubie feet per second. Maxi- 
mum head would be 248 feet with a full reservoir level at 2,700 feet above sea 
level and tailwater at 2,457 but with a 29-foot loss of head during maximum 
flood conditions. 


CRITICAL STORAGE 


The chief value of upstream dams is for the storage of summer floodwater at 
a high elevation for release in winter months. Paradise would have a total 
storage capacity of 6,520,000 acre-feet of which 2,440,000 would be dead storage 
and 4,080,000 live or usable storage. However, the skimming off of the upper 60 
feet of this storage would cut the reservoir in half leaving only 3,220,000 total 
storage with 2,440,000 dead and only 860,000 usable storage. Thus the effective 
storage would be reduced by almost 80 vercent if Buffalo Rapids Dam were 
built. 

The value of upstream storage in the Pacific Northwest depends chiefly on 
two factors: (1) The amount of usable storage to catch spring floodwaters for 
release in winter, and (2) the elevation of that storage above sea level because 
this is a measure of the power head through which the stored water can be 
put to work in the downstream generators. In this case the top of the Paradise 
Dam reservoir would be 2,700 feet above sea level and have 4,080,000 acre-feet of 
storage. Obviously an acre-foot of water at this level is worth more than twice 
as much from a power standpoint as an acre-foot in the Grand Coulee Reservoir 
at an elevation of only 1,290. 

By comparison Libby Dam would have an active storage of 4,250,000 acre-feet 
at a ful! reservoir level of 2,440 feet above sea level. Hells Canyon would have 
3,880,000 acre-feet at 2,077 feet. Hungry Horse Dam has 2,980,000 at 3,500 fret. 

Another factor to consider in evaluating an upstream reservoir is the Mean 
annual runoff. Thus at Hungry Horse Dam the stream flow varies from 206 
cubie feet per second to 46,000 cubic feet per second or a mean of 3,323 cubic 
feet per second. The mean annual runoff is 2,136,000 acre-feet or less than 
enough each year to refill the active storage capacity of 2,980,000. Thus Hungry 
Horse has a ratio of mean annual runoff to active storage of less than 1. 
Yet it is a good project. Hells Canyon with a mean annual runoff of 12,059,000 
acre-feet has a ratio of better than 8. Libby with a mean annual runoff of 
7,910,000 has a ratio of about 2. And Paradise Dam with a mean annual runoff 
of 12,240,000 acre-feet has a ratio of better than 3. 


MONTANA’S BEST DAM 


Montana has remaining 88 potential hydroelectric sites with a projected name- 
plate capacity of 5,372,980 kilowatts. Th edry eastern portion of the State has 
61 sites capable of 1,337,200 kilowatts while the steep western slopes offer 27 
sites capable of 4,035,780 kilowatts. However, of this total the Paradise Dam 
alone accounts for 1,008,000 kilowatts. It is 18.7 percent of the total for the 
State. 

DRY SPILLWAY 


Not only does Montana have a great stake in the Paradise Dam, the entire 
Pacific Northwest should be just as concerned as it is over Hells Canyon. The 
principles and issues are the same. Half the power potential of this region 
hangs on upstream storage. Without the Paradise Dam, Glacier View, Hells 
Canyon, Nez Perce, and other upstream storage reservoirs, the 34 million kilowatt 
potential of the Northwest is cut in half. 

The dream of the hydroelectric engineer is to build a series of dams where 
all the water runs through the generators and none over the spillway. This 
is the dream of controlling the river. This is one of the aims of comprehensive 
planning. Upstream storage dams are the means for leveling the river flows 
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so that an ever greater portion of the water can be put through the generators to 
work for man. 
THE 308 REPORT 


The Paradise Dam is an essential part of the Corps of Engineers 308 Review 
Report for comprehensive development of the Columbia River and its tribu- 
taries, also known as House Document 531. In volume I, see pages 154-156, 
artist’s sketch of Paradise Dam on page 136 and plates 25, 31, 32, and 33. In 
volume II, see pages 615-626, pages 708-729, and plates 2, 11, 12, 46 to 58. 


THE SEARCH FOR UPSTREAM STORAGE 


Without large upstream storage the thirty-odd-million kilowatts potential of 
the Columbia Basin will be cut in half. 

Half of the hydroelectric potential of the Columbia River and its tributaries 
depends on the building of upstream storage dams. This is the conclusion of 
the paper delivered by Mr. Ben B. Torpen of the Corps of Engineers on Decem- 
ber 12, 1952, before the Columbia Basin Interagency Committee. This conclu- 
sion is well documented in the recently printed eight volumes of the 308 review 
report. 

Upstream storage is needed, of course, to catch and skim off the peak of the 
waste summer flood flow and to hold it for release until winter when it can be 
used to generate much needed power. 

Some storage is much more valuable depending on location and elevation 
above sea level. For example, the proposed flood-control storage in the John 
Day Dam and the Priest Rapids Dam would be virtually useless from a power 
standpoint because they are located too far downstream. In contrast the 
2,980,000 acre-feet of usable storage behind Hungry Horse Dam at an elevation 
of 3,560 feet not only provides valuable flood control all along the river in summer, 
but stores water for ultimate use in 20 downstream power dams. The value 
of upstream storage is measured by two factors, the volume of usable storage in 
millions of acre-feet and by the elevation of the reservoir in feet above sea level. 


HOW MUCH WATER? 


Only the Mississippi of all rivers in the United States delivers more water 
to the ocean than does the mighty Columbia. For the 50-year period 1897-1946 
the average annual flow at the mouth of the Columbia has been 180,100,000 
acre-feet. 

Unfortunately the heaviest rainfall is near the mouth of the river. Of the 
180.1 million acre-feet, 42.4 comes from the tributaries flowing in below Bonneville 
Dam leaving a flow at Bonneville of 137.7 or 76.4 percent as much as at the 
mouth. 

The Geologic Survey stream gage at Trinidad just below Rock Island Dam is 
a convenient reference point because the average flow there has been 90.4 million 
acre-feet a year or just 50 percent of the total flow of the Columbia at its mouth. 


Mean annual flow’ 


Sources of the Columbia River: Sources of the Columbia River— 


as iia ite h ini tininintniemsodlin 86. 82 Continued. 
Upper Columbia__....._-.. 24. 60 I th ie rinceslicienail 30. 22 
Willamette --._.----..-~-- 23. 83 ON io bk rane 180. 10 
Kootenai -_~~---_--------- 20. 60 | Columbia River : 
Pend Oreille-Clark Fork... 18.70 IN ie) oe eee 180.1 
Cowlitz__---------------_- 6. 95 at Bonneville________-__--- 137.7 
Spokane—-_-------------_. 5. 78 at The Dalles__-__-------- 133. 7 
Lewis__..--..---.----.--- 4.27 ee Warr ck ee. 127.6 
Deschutes ~-..-.----~--~~- 4. 24 me Deed el i 90. 4 
Yakima ~----~__----_----- 4. 09 at Grand Coulee_..________ 82.5 
at Revelstoke, B. C____-_--- 24.6 


1In millions of acre-feet based on 50-year record, 1897-1946. 


Continuing above Trinidad the average flow at Grand Coulee is 82.5 which 
may be divided among the Kootenai 20.6, Pend Oreille-Clark Fork 18.7, Spokane 
5.78, the upper Columbia above Revelstoke 24.6, and others 12.82. The 82.5 
above Grand Coulee and the 36.82 on the Snake totals 119.32 or the two-thirds 
of the Columbia River flow which is susceptible to upstream storage. 
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WHEN? 


The job of leveling the flow of the river by means of upstream storage may 
best be visualized by examining the hydrograph of the daily mean flow at The 
Dalles, Oreg. At this point the mean annual flow is 133,700,000 acre-feet. If 
the flow were constant this rate would be 184,600 cubic feet per second as a 
straight line on the graph. The actual daily mean flow is a fairly straight line 
just under 100,000 cubic feet per second for January, February, October, No- 
vember, and December. For June the flow averages 500,000 cubic feet per second 
with a peak in mid-June slightly over 500,000. The curve rises gradually from 
March 1 to June 15 and levels off at 100,000 again by October 1. It will be 
noted that 100,000 cubic feet per second amounts to about 6 million acre-feet 
in a month. The average June flow of 30 million acre-feet is thus 22.4 percent 
of the annual flow and is equal to the flow of the 5 low months. In half of the 
year the Columbia discharges 27 percent of its flow and in the other half 73 
percent. But these have been mean daily figures. The curve for minimum 
flow is roughly half this amount while the maximum curve is about double this 
amount. The extreme flows of record at The Dalles have been 36,000 cubic 
feet per second and 1,240,000 cubic feet per second. 


HOW MANY RESERVOIRS ? 


The usable storage of the recently completed Hungry Horse Dam is 2,980,000 
acre-feet or about 3 million. It would require 60 such reservoirs to catch and 
hold the entire 180.1 million acre-feet of the Columbia’s mean annual flow. It 
would require 40 such reservoirs to hold the flow above Grand Coulee and of 
the Snake. But, of course, there is no need to catch the entire runoff, The 
need for upstream storage is only to skim off the peak summer flow. 

The normal flow past The Dalles for the 6 winter months is 6 million acre- 
feet per month or 2 Hungry Horse reservoirs. The minimum daily flow curve 
is just half this much. That sets up the main problem: how to increase the 
minimum daily flow in the 6 winter months to the daily mean curve. Answer: 
build 6 Hungry Horse reservoirs or a total of 18 million acre-feet usable storage. 

Actually the main control plan of the 308 review report calls for 27 million 
acre-feet of storage to reduce an 1894 flood of 1,240,000 cubic feet per second 
to 800,000 cubic feet per second at The Dalles. This plan called for 8 main 
control projects with usable storage as follows: Grand Coulee 5.12 million acre- 
feet, Hells Canyon 8.28, Glacier View 3.16, Hungry Horse 2.98, Albeni Falls 
1.14, Libby 4.25, Priest Rapids 2.1, and John Day 2; total 24.08. In addition 
the report listed alternative storage sites at Kooskia 3.1, Paradise 4.08, Springs- 
ton 2.595, and Nez Perce 4.8 or an added 14.575 million acre-feet. 

Potential storage in Canada is 22.51 million acre-feet. Most spectacular of 
the Canadian projects is the Big Bend Dam with 6,900,000 acre-feet of usable 
storage at a pool elevation of 2,540 and a tailwater elevation of 1,920 or a dam 
of well over 600 feet. 

All these storage sites total 61.1 million acre-feet. F'rom a_ flood-control 
standpoint 24 million acre-feet will reduce the 1894 flood of 1,240,000 cubic feet 
per second to 800,000 cubic feet per second at The Dalles while 47 million acre- 
feet will reduce that flood to 600,000 cubic feet per second or low enough to 
eliminate the need for levees along the lower Columbia. 

Mr. Torpen states that the development of 33 million kilowatts in the Columbia 
sasin will require 125 million acre-feet of storage but from a practical stand- 
point only about 60 million acre-feet appears attainable. This would raise the 
minimum flow at The Dalles from 36,000 cubic feet per second to about 130,000 
cuhic feet per second and provide about 25 million kilowatts of power at 75 
percent load factor. 

We need all the upstream storage we can get. Every project should be built. 


THe SNAKE RIVER: AMERICA’s FINEST POWER STREAM 


One-eighth of America’s hydroelectric power potential runs unharnessed in 
the deep canyons of the turbulent Snake River. If the 11,193,340 kilowatts of 
the Snake River were developed, it would more than triple the electric supply 
of the Pacific Northwest. And it would open up a vast new country. 

People all over the Nation are beginning to hear about this river because of 
the Hells Canyon battle. In connection with that controversy the Corps of 
Engineers is making new surveys of eight power sites in the Middle Snake 
River Basin. 





























1142 HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 


The Walla Walla office of the corps on August 24, 1953, stated it had received 
$140,000 with which to prepare by January 1, 1954, a report on the Nez Perce , 
Dam and Mountain Sheep Dam on the Snake River, Crevice Dam on the Salmon i 
River, Forks, Kooskia, and Penny Cliffs Dams on the middle fork of the Clear- 
water River and Elkberry and Bruce’s Eddy Dams on the North Fork of the 
Clearwater. The study was requested by Senator Henry Dworshak of Idaho 
who has consistently opposed the Hells Canyon Dam. 





MEASURING THE RIVER 
The water powers of the Nation total 107 million kilowatts according to the % 
Federal Power Commission, but as of January 1952 only 19,900,000 kilowatts or 7 


18.6 percent had been deevloped, in fact 1,200,000 kilowatts had been developed 
during 1951. That left 87,100,000 kilowatts or 81.4 percent still running waste- A 
fully to the sea. Of this national total 34,728,670 kilowatts, or 40 percent, is 


in the Pacific Northwest, divided 1,457,670 kilowatts on Oregon coastal streams, + 
2,242,300 kilowatts on Washington coastal and Puget Sound streams and 31,028,- ; 
700 kilowatts in the Columbia River Basin. The 11,193,340 kilowatts potential ‘s 
of the Snake is thus 12.84 percent or one-eighth of the national total and 36.1 
percent of the Columbia Basin total. / 
The energy left in the Snake is equivalent to that of 21 Bonneville dams. Its , 
usable upstream storage is equal to 11 Hungry Horse dams. Almost half of 
the region’s future upstream storage is in the Snake River Basin. % 
The Snake is a steep river dropping from 9,400 feet in Yellowstone National : 
Park to 300 feet at its month near Pasco in a length of 1,073 miles. In contrast 
the Columbia in its 1,207 mile flow from Columbia Lake in Canada to the 
Pacific drops only 2,652 feet. 
From Weiser at elevation 2,080 the Army plans to harness every foot of drop 
to McNary Reservoir at 340-foot elevation. This is the canyon area where at 
many points the Hells Canyon is deeper and wider than the Grand Canyon of ; 
the Colorado. This is also where the two great tributaries join the Snake. Of 4 
the 109,000 square miles of drainage area in the Snake Basin the Clearwater } 
River involves only 9,600 square miles and the Salmon 14,100 square miles, yet } 
they provide most of the water. During the past 50 years the 36.82 million acre- 2 
feet average flow of the Snake has come from the Clearwater 11.3, Salmon 8.1, ‘ 
upper Snake 13.5, and other tributaries 3.92. The Salmon and the Clearwater 3 
have many excellent power sites but they also have salmon runs. 5 
This is a phenomenal river yet in 1948 the Army could list only 171,300 kilo- 2 
watts of harnessed hydro for the entire basin or 114 percent of the potential. i 


Even today the river is 97 percent undeveloped. It is practically a virgin river. 







The Snake River Basin shown as a major porlion of the Columbia River Basin 


Basis of comparison Columbia | Snake Ratio 











Percent 
Undeveloped power, kilowatts 31, 028, 700 | 11, 193, 340 36. 1 
Undeveloped energy, 1,000 kilowatt-hours 143, 644, 008 | 49, 886, 300 35.0 
Future usable storage, acre-feet 71, 781, 690 | 33, 349, 325 | 46, 5 
Drainage area, square mile cee 259, 000 109, 000 42.0 
Length, miles : ‘ 1, 207 | 1,073 
Altitude at source, feet > 2, 652 9, 400 |__- _ 
Average annual flow, acre-feet (flow at the Columbia mouth 180, 100, 000 36, 820, 000 | 20. 4 
A verage annual flow, acre-feet (flow at The Dalles 133, 700, 000 | 36,820,000 | 27.5 
Maximum flood, 1,894 cubic feet per second 1, 240, 000 | 409, 000 33.0 
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Snake River power potentialities 





t ro Power in eae y | < sable 
Dam (number of sites) kilowatts!| kilowatt- | Head feet storage 
" acre-feet 
hours 
Lower and Middle Snake: 
Ice Harbor 325, 000 2, 000 100 None 
Lower Monumental 300, 000 1, 850 93 None 
Little Goose 325, 000 2, O15 100 None 
Lower Granite. 275, 000 1, 630 82 None 
Clarkston. -. 180, 000 710 46 None 
Asotin 400, 000 2, 146 140 | None 
Nez Perce 1, 980, 000 7, 393 615 4, 800, 000 
Hells Canyon 900, 000 4, 051 602 3, 880, 000 
Lower tributaries (14) 461, 340 2, 138 1, 927, 800 
Clearwater River 
Kooskia 550, 000 1, 568 514 3, 100, 000 
Elkberry 420, 000 1, 603 523 1, 390, 000 
Rock Creek 364, 000 1, 419 600 593, 000 
Bruces Eddy 270, 000 1, 200 367 510, 000 
Moose Creek 240, 000 718 592 830, 000 
Minor sites (18 1, 047, 500 4, 285 1, 420, 000 
Salmon River 
Crevice 500, 000 2. 243 All 1, 030, 000 
Freedom __- 260, 000 1, 069 222 180, 000 
Growler Rapids 248, 000 Q68 305 300, 000 
Pinnacle Peak 243, 000 044 376 445, 000 
Black Canyon 238, 000 927 332 425, OOO 
Minor sites (55) 688, 500 3, 886 4, 190, 800 
Upper Snake (50) - -- 978, 000 5, 123 8, $27, 725 
Total 155 sites _- 11, 193, 340 49, 886 33, 349, 32 
18 major sites 8, O18, 000 34, 454 ae 17, 483, 000 
137 minor sites. . 3, 175, 340 15, 432 15, 866, 325 


1 Power does not include downstream benefits 


CONTROLLING THE RIVER 


The Snake River is susceptible to complete control by means of dams and up 
stream reservoirs which for the most part will flood only desolate uninhabitable 
canyons. The harnessability of the stream is indicated in the table which shows 
18 sites with 8,018,000 kilowatts potential. The next 24 sites, all over 50,000 
kilowatts, provide 2,104,000 kilowatts leaving 103 sites for the remaining 1,071,- 
340 kilowatts. Most of the power is concentrated conveniently in large blocks. 

Equally impressive is the upstream storage picture. After allowing for maxi- 
mum possible depletions for irrigation, the Army computed that 26,023,900 acre 
feet of upstream storage would completely control the river by leveling the flow 
at 36,637 cubic feet per second. In fact the 35,849,325 acre-feet of potential 
storage can make the peak flow of the Snake coincide with the winter electric 
peak loads of the Pacific Northwest. 


THE PROMISE OF THE SNAKE 


Locked in the canyons of the Snake River is one-eighth of the Nation's future 
hydro power and one-third of the hydro of the Northwest. The Snake is almost 
a virgin stream, 97 percent undeveloped. It offers 33 million acre-feet of ur- 
gently needed upstream storage. The Snake River is the finest power stream in 
America. Keep an eye on the Snake because this power belongs to the people, 
all the people of the Nation. 


THE ARMY SPEAKS FoR HELLS CANYON 
The Hells Canyon Dam would probably be under construction today by the 


Federal Government if it had been permitted to remain an Army project. For 
that matter it could still be built by the Army. 


THE FACTS OF RECENT HISTORY 
The Corps of Engineers issued its interim report No. 3 entitled “Hells Canyon 


Dam” December 22, 1947. The timing, however, was not for the purpose of 
making the project a Christmas present to the Bureau of Reclamation, which 
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even then was plotting for political support to make Hells Canyon a Bureau 
project. Both agencies spent considerable sums on site investigations, the Bu- 
reau site being 3 miles downstream from the Army site. Four months later in 
April 1948 the Bureau issued its 120 page report Hells Canyon project. 

Then on October 1, 1948, the corps unveiled its monumental 308 Review Re- 
port. In regard to Hells Canyon it, of course, overlapped parts of the Bureau's 
hastily prepared report the Columbia River dated February 8, 1947. The Bu- 
reau’s report for the first time proposed the controversial Columbia Basin ,ac- 
count for subsidization of uneconomical irrigation projects from interest paid 
at Army dams. 

Meanwhile President Truman in letters on June 1 and September 16, 1948 told 
the agencies to get together. The resultant shotgun wedding or Weaver-Newell 
agreement of April 11, 1949, gave Hells Canyon to the Bureau. It should be 
recalled that this shotgun or atomic wedding was caused by supposed threats 
of (1) CVA which would put both agencies out of the Pacific Northwest power 
business, and (2) the Hoover Commission report which urged transferring Army 
civil functions to the Interior Department. 

The issue came before Congress in the debate on the proposed amendment to 
H. R. 5472, the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1950, which aimed at authorization of 
the Columbia Basin account and of Bureau construction of Hells Canyon. The 
basin account was clearly in the process of being defeated when Senator Chavez, 
chairman of the Senate Public Works Committee, on April 14, 1950, on page 5253 
of the Congressional Record offered to include Hells Canyon in the bill as an 
Army dam. He was turned down. It was all or nothing. The Bureau in- 
sisted on both the Columbia Basin account and on it being authorized to build 
Hells Canyon. 

It will be noted that the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1950 authorized the Priest 
Rapids Dam, Libby, Albeni Falls, the Dalles, and John Day Dam. These five 
projects constitute phase C of the 308 Review Report except for Hells Canyon 
which was originally part of phase C until transferred to the Bureau. 

Why was the Bureau so desperately determined to build Hells Canyon and 
why did it seize advantage of the 1948 political situation and of the Hoover 
report to wrest the project from the corps? Firstly, the Bureau with its huge 
staff was running out of work. Secondly, it had invented a fiction called the 
Snake River project whereby Hells Canyon power sales would help pay for the 
costly Mountain Home irrigation project although the latter is located 200 miles 
upstream from Hells Canyon. Thirdly, it gambled on the merits of Hells Can- 
yon to carry the Columbia Basin account as a rider. Originally the Bureau also 
intended to build the transmission lines from Hells Canyon but was overruled 
by Secretary Krug who designated BPA. Throughout this history the Bureau 
has shown a tendency to favor single-purpose development for irrigation even 
at the expense of other water uses. 


THE ARMY RECORD 


The Army chose not to fight back. However, the record and the attitude of 
the Corps of Engineers toward Hells Canyon Dam is written where all can read 
in the 808 Review Report. Over 125 pages of engineering facts, tables, charts and 
plates point out the merits of the project. 

Division Engineer Col. Theron D. Weaver recommends on page 342, “The fol- 
lowing multipurpose dams and reservoirs are recommended for immediate con- 
struction in the interest of flood control, navigation, power and other water uses: 
Libby, Albeni Falls, Priest Rapids, Hells Canyon, John Day, the Dalles, and in 
addition Glacier View or an alternate.” 

The Army Board of Engineers on February 21, 1949, endorsed the compre- 
hensive plan including Hells Canyon. Four months later and after the transfer 
of April 11, 1949 Chief of Engineers Maj. Gen. Lewis A. Pick endorsed the 308 
Review Report and recommended, “That authority be provided to the Bureau of 
Reclamation for modification of Grand Coulee and Hungry Horse Dams and for 
construction of Hells Canyon Dam * * *.” 

In addressing the convention of the Northwest Public Power Association at 
Port Angeles August 12, 1948, Division Engineer Col. Theron D. Weaver stated, 
“One of the planned projects providing flood control is Hells Canyon Dam and 
reservoir on the Snake River, which would contribute to the reduction of down- 
stream floods from Lewiston to the highly developed lower Columbia area * * *, 
The flood-control benefits, coupled with the great power potential of Hells Can- 
yon make it one of the key projects in the basin plan as contemplated in the 
Columbia River report.” 
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ALL 18 NOT LOST 


The Hells Canyon project is strongly endorsed throughout the 308 Report and 
in the addresses and testimony of Corps officials especially in the addresses of 
Mr. Ben Torpen on upstream storage and in the testimony of Mr. Gordon Fernald 
on March 81, 1952, at the Hells Canyon hearings by the House Subcommittee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation. 

Truth does not always prevail over might, in this case the might of propaganda 
and lobbying and political intrigue, but usually truth, given time, will win. It 
should in the Hells Canyon issue. 

It is not truthful, in fact it is subterfuge, to say Hells Canyon is an irrigation 
project. It is truthful to say that jurisdiction over flood control, navigation and 
power projects such as Hells Canyon traditionally and by law resides in the Corps 
of Engineers. To defy these deeply intrenched lines of jurisdiction is not wise 
as has been amply demonstrated the past five years. 

The Northwest Public Power Association resolution urges Hells Canyon con- 
struction by either agency. 

THE 308 REPORT 


Hells Canyon Dam is an essential part of the 308 Review Report for compre- 
hensive development of the Columbia River and its tributaries. It is extensively 
discussed in some 125 pages of the report. Its immediate construction is spe- 
cifically and strongly recommended by the division engineer, the Board of Dn- 
cineers, and the Chief of Engineers and supported by justifying language in vol- 
ume lI. In volume IV in appendix I entitled “‘The Middle and Lower Snake River 
Basin” is presented the detailed engineering and cost data. Volume VIII in ap- 
pendix O devotes some 58 pages on power characteristics of the project and its 
relationship to regional loads. Mention is made in appendixes M, P, and R. 
Added data ean be found in interim report No. 3 issued by the Corps December 
22, 1947, entitled ““Hells Canyon Dam.” 


PROGRESS AND HELLS CANYON MORE JOBS MORE BUSINESS 


Industrial and agricultural growth in Idaho and the Pacific Northwest de- 
pends upon four resources. These are: low cost transportation, low cost money, 
low cost power, and low cost irrigation water. Anything which increases their 
cost or decreases their availability and amount puts a brake on available jobs 
and opportunities for profitable investment in factories, farms, and business in 
our Pacific Northwest. <All means should be employed to make these four re- 
sources as available as a postage stamp to everyone impartially and at the 
lowest possible cost. In our past history the Government has frequently taken 
a hand in this matter. Subsidies of free land was given the railroads and now 
the motor freight is subsidized with free public roads. Since the Civil War, 
banks have been subsidized by Government deposits, free supervision, deposit 
insurance and the like. Irrigation in the West was limited by many bank- 
ruptcies of private developments until the Bureau of Reclamation furnished 
interest free money from sales of western lands. The Bureau also furnished 
free research and advice. Since the 1930’s Grand Coulee and Bonneville Dams 
have been built and operated at bare cost which made for lowest electric power 
rates. The Government furnished money at 3 percent and the States have 
not levied any taxes on the dams or transmission lines. Any change over to 
private utilities with their 6 percent guaranteed returns on money and local 
and national taxes added will double the wholesale cost of electricity. This 
will end instantly our rapid growth out here in the west. 

Some Eastern interests want our growth to stop as we are beginning to com- 
pete with them in low cost aluminum, fertilizers, and the like. Eastern and 
out-of-Idaho corporations like to own and control our transportation, banking, 
water and power resources and to pull off the cream of our economy to the 
East and out of Idaho. Are we fools enough to aid and promote this program? 
Most of our representatives in Congress and most of our governors are this fool- 
ish. How we stand on Hells’ Canyon Dam now sorts the sheep from the goats on 
who is really loyal to and not subversive to.progress in our beloved West.— 
Dr. Paul A, Eke, Moscow, Idaho. 
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PHONY RESOLUTIONS 


Any one in touch with public opinion in Idaho today knows that a majority 
of ordinary citizens favors the building of Hells’ Canyon Dam by the Govern- 
ment. Note asa result the half page ads of the Idaho Power Co. 

Infiltration of long standing of form organizations, chambers of commerce and 
other civie associatitons by Idaho power companies yield an annual crop of 
resolutions contrary to the views of large segments of their memberships, some- 
times a vast majority. Recent resolution of the Idaho Farm Bureau and resolu- 
tions of the Idaho State Grange for past years are no doubt of this captive 
origin. However a fight is brewing. We have long ago given up expecting 
anything but echoes of the utilities from the chambers of commerce. 

Such taxpayers: These infiltrating lobbyists are paid out of your pockets as 
the utilities can save paying income taxes on these extra exactions from power 
users to Uncle Sam. We all make up these phony tax free expenses.—P. A. E. 


OucH TAXPAYERS 
(Released by Latah County Hells Canyon Association) 
A. YOUR TAXES WILL PAY FOR THE IDAHO POWER CO. DAMS ON SNAKE RIVER 


A report that Idaho Power Co. seeks tax writeoffs on two proposed dams in 
Hells Canyon makes those dams more questionable than ever. The net effect, if 
the writeoffs were granted, would be that the Treasury would bear most or all 
of the cost of the dams in forfeited taxes. The public would be paying for the 
dams without owning them and without getting any of the benefits of public 
ownership. The Idaho Power Co. would own the dams without, in effect, paying 
for them, and would get all the benefits of private ownership. Senator Mag- 
nuson of Washington, who reported that the company had applied for the tax 
subsidy, said it would cost the taxpayers $30 million in the first 5 years. Even- 
tually, he said, it would enable the company to reap benefits amounting to the 
entire cost of the dams, plus $60 million. The tax subsidy for which the Senator 
says Idaho Power has applied was not put on the statute books for any such 
purpose as this, though it has been misapplied to such purposes in many cases. 
The subsidy was adopted by Congress to enable private investors to recover 
their investments in war production plants while the plants remained useful. 
The dams Idaho Power proposes to build on the Snake River, in the Pacific 
Northwest, do not depend on a war emergency for their usefulness. They can 
be expected to continue earning revenue as long as ordinary dams. The news- 
paper believes the public power project planend by the Reclamation Bureau 
for the Hells Canyon site would serve more people and serve them better than 
the proposed Idaho Power projects. But if Idaho Power Co. should be allowed 
to build the dams, it should also be required to pay for them.—St. Louis Post 
Dispatch. 

P. S.: The Strike Dam and Cabinet Gorge Dam built by private utilities in 
Idaho right now are being paid for from tax writeoffs and out of taxpayers 
pockets. 


B. POLL SHOWS PEOPLE FOR GOVERNMENT BUILT DAMS 


1. Portland, Ore.: A public opinion poll among Portland residents showed 
sentiment was nearly 2 to 1 in favor of development of Hells Canyon with 
Government funds. 

2. The poll, conducted by Pacific Analysts, Inc., a Portland firm specializing 
in scientific opinion surveys, showed Republicans almost evenly divided on the 
issue, With. Democrats favoring the high Government dam by 3% to 1. 
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To: Interior and Insular Affairs Committee. 

Subject: Testimony before congressional hearing on Hells Canyon Dam at 
Lewiston, April 14, 1955. 

Submitted by Paul A. Eke of Moscow, Idaho. 


RESOLUTION Favorinc HeELts CANYON Dam By LataH CouNTY POMONA GRANGE 
No. 17, PATRONS OF HUSBANDRY 


Whereas in its natural state, there is no place in the world any more useless 
to mankind than the Hells Canyon which forms part of the Idaho State line 
on the west; 

Whereas this great wonder of the world can be made to produce a fabulous 
amount of electricity, irrigation waters, and to help regulate floodwaters, all 
of which are sorely needed in the Northwest to propagate and maintain new 
factories, new farms, and enrich the lives of the inhabitants; and 

Whereas we do not care to cause any unjust embarrassment to our State 
grange for going on record against the proposed dam, yet feeling that the decision 
of that grange was caused through pressure groups, and believing this a worthy 
project and necessary to the development of the whole Northwest: Therefore let 
it be 
Resolved, That this grange and the Latah Pomona Grange No. 17 help in the 
furtherance of this project, by enlisting the support of the neighboring Pomona 
Granges, and also in any other way that may present itself from time to time. 

PRINCETON GRANGE NO. 426. 

Resolutions committee : 

L. M. BENJAMIN. 
FourtH THOMAS. 


Adopted by Princeton Grange No. 426, January 10, 1952. 
Adopted by Latah County Pomona Grange No. 17, January 12, 1952. 
H. R. WuHIreset, Master. 
Mrs. Geratp INGLE, Secretary. 





STATEMENT OF FRANK H. ARNZEN, GREENCREEK, IDAHO 


My name is Frank H. Arnzen. I am a rancher at Greencreek, Idaho, and 
president of the Idaho County Light & Power Cooperative Association, Inc., 
serving 1,200 members in Idaho County. 

I am in favor, and urge the earliest authorization and construction of Hells 
Canyon Dam. My main interest is in having an adequate supply of power at 
the lowest possible cost consistent with repayment of Federal power investment 
with interest. Low cost power will encourage the most widespread use of 
electricity, particularly for rural and domestic consumers. In addition to pro- 
viding low cost power, Hells Canyon Dam would provide flood control, navigation, 
and recreational benefit. 

I feel that Hells Canyon is essential to unified comprehensive multiple- 
purpose development of the Columbia River Basin in the best public interest and 
should be constructed as soon as practicable. 


STATEMENT OF ASOTIN COUNTY POMONA GRANGE NO. 57 


Asotin County Pomona Grange has always taken a stand in favor of the high 
dam or multipurpose dam at Hells Canyon. 

Hells Canyon Dam will help develop both agriculture and industry by having 
low cost electricity for the development of the phosphate fields into higher grades 
of fertilizer for agriculture. 

Hells Canyon Dam will store water for irrigation purposes and regulate the 
flow of water for flood control. 


[SEAL] 
E. B. HauGen, Master. 


EpNA HAUGEN, Secretary. 
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STATEMENT OF JOE BABBITT, PULLMAN, WASH. 


PULLMAN, WASH., April 1, 1955. 
Mr. E. B. CURTIS, 
Coordinator, Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 


DeAR Mr. Curtis: Our taxes are high enough now without raising them to 
build power dams. I wish you would do everything in your power to encourage 
private enterprise to build dams on the Snake River. 

I understand that many hearings have been held as to the technical phase 
of this issue and believe the Federal Power Commission should decide where 
they should be built. 

Sincerely, 
Jor BABBITT, 
R. F. D. 2. 


STATEMENT OF CHARLES F’, BAKER, CLARKSTON, WASH. 


Clarkston, Wash., April 4, 1955. 


To the Honorable Members of the Senate Subcommittee, Hells Canyon Dam 
Hearing, Lewiston, Idaho: 


I am just a humble private citizen with no ax to grind but would like to 
register my views as regards a high dam at the bottom of the Hells Canyon. 

Every time I cross the interstate bridge between Clarkston and Lewiston and 
look down and see so much water running to waste I wonder why this cannot 
be harnessed and made to serve some useful purpose in the way of generating 
electric power and regulating the yearly waterflow for navigation purposes and 
flood control. [ 

Halfway measures will not suffice. The Snake River is our greatest natural 
asset and its development, along with the Columbia and Clearwater Rivers is 
a matter of vital concern to all people of the Pacific Northwest and the Nation. 
High freight rates are retarding the orderly development of this region, making 
it difficult for its people to compete successfully with other sections of the 
country. 

For a balanced economy here we need manufacturing plants to process our 
raw products such as wheat, lumber, wool, fruit, and minerals and give employ- 
ment to residents of the area. The recreational facilities should be greatly 
enlarged to insure our getting our share of the tourist trade which runs into 
millions of dollars each year. Impounded lakes and a uniform flowing river 
would induce many thousands to visit or settle here and take advantage of our 
wonderful climate and matchless scenery. 

The opposition of the people of southern Idaho to a high dam seems to me 
groundless for surely laws and guaranties can be put on the statute books and 
enforced that will protect the irrigation interests of that region. If we loose 
all honor in enforcing our laws then we had better turn the country over to 
the Commies. 

We hear much of personal initiative and socialism. Most of this is voiced 
by the power trust through its propaganda and many fall for it. The Govern- 
ment, which should represent all the people, may surely be trusted as much 
at least as private corporations out for their huge profits. They raise their 
rates periodically, even taking away our water deeds and we do not seem to 
have any State agencies that will protect the interests of the consumers. 
They simply collect rather than pay taxes, which they boast so much about. 

Though a lifelong Republican I am highly displeased with the power policies 
of the present administration, representing special interests, and unless there 
is a change for the better I believe that the people will express themselves in 
no uncertain terms in the elections of 1956. Our national resources have heen 
paid for and are owned by all the people and should be administered for their 
sole benefit. 

So to the brave band, regardless of party affiliations, who are out to protect 
the interest of the common, average citizen we say “More power to you.” 


CHARLES F.. BAKER. 
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STATEMENT OF AL F. BARACKMAN, Moscow, IDAHO 


THe News-Review PUBLISHING Co., INc., 
THE DatLy IDAHOAN, 
Moscow, Idaho, April 2, 1955. 
To Whom It May Concern: 

Our Nation as a private enterprise has succeeded and thrived because of the 
self-designed interests of its citizens and things have not materially changed 
in the few centuries our great country has been the world’s leader. 

Much, if not all, of our success can be labeled as occurring through the enter- 
prise of private interests working together as a team representing our Nation, 
We might liken it to the spokes of a wheel with the Federal Government as the 
hub. 

Each of the spokes represents private enterprise fitting in toward the hub. 
From the outside rim comes the common man who provides the great mind and 
tools to push enterprise into private industry and thence toward a great Nation. 
Severing these spokes, or any one of them leaves the hub alone, its effectiveness 
diminished to nothingness. 

And in view of this personal belief, it is my feeling that private power be 
given every opportunity to exploit and develop the power potential of Hells 
Canyon as private interests feel it can best be exploited and developed. 

Through the genuine interests of such private enterprise can best move the 
progress of the Nation and assurity that this country will continue as a world 
leader. 

At F. BARACKMAN, 
Sports Editor, The Daily Idahoan. 


STATEMENT OF CarL R. BARKER, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IDAHO, April 1, 1955. 


INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE: 


GENTLEMEN : I am against Federal construction of any dam development which 
can be done by private enterprise. A private company is prepared to build dams 
on the Hells Canyon stretch of the Snake River. To insist upon a Federal 
dam at the same location seems to me would be an inexcusable waste of time 
and tax money. 

For over a year the technically qualified staff of the Federal Power Commis- 
sion considered the private enterprise plan for the development. Subsequently, 
the Commission’s legal staff issued a brief which said, in part: 

“The United States itself need not undertake the development of the water 
resources of the Hells Canyon reach of the Snake River for public purposes. 

“Public purposes such as flood control, navigation, recreation and power pro- 
duction could be effectuated to about the same extent with private construction, 
as with Federal construction.” 

If the question was whether we have a Federal dam or no dam, then the 
investment of tax funds might be justified. This isn’t the case. And no un- 
qualified person, no matter how convinced of the desirability of Federal power 
development, can refute the findings of qualified Commission experts. 

Federal construction which blocks private construction is no gain to the region. 
Instead it is further Federal encroachment upon private enterprise which could 
lead to the destruction of private enterprise. We must protect private enter- 
prise the system which has given the United States the highest standard of living 
in the world. Why should we oppose something which has worked so well. 

As a citizen who firmly believes in private enterprise, I am deeply concerned 
with efforts of public power zealots to stand in the way of private power com- 
panies meeting their responsibilities for providing sufficient power in the areas 
they serve. 

If there is Federal tax money available for river development, then let the 
Government get busy on projects which cannot be built without the help of the 
Federal Government. 

Very truly yours, 
Cart R. BARKER. 
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STATEMENT OF DexTER BARNETT, AHSAHKA, IDAHO 


AHSAHKA, IpAHO, April 1, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sirs: My belief in reference to the proposed Hells Canyon Dam is this: 
That the people of Idaho, whose first concern is the economy of Idano should 
review the facts of the overall picture very thoroughly. It is common knowl- 
edge that, in event that the proposed high dam at Hells Canyon becomes a reality 
the power derived therefrom would be allocated approximately in the same pro- 
portion as all other dams constructed by the use of public funds. 

There are about 4 million businesses, farms, and families that have a part of 
their electrical bills paid by 40 million others in the allover picture. There is 
enough power potential in the State of Idaho to service practically all of the 
west coast States including Idaho, providing this power is properly allocated. 
Private enterprise is ready and willing to develop this power as anyone can see 
from the applications for permits which have been made. 

Construction by private enterprise would insure a wider distribution of dams 
due to the fact that private industry advocates construction of numerous smaller 
dams rather than a high dam such as the proposed Hells Canyon Dam. My 
belief is that the benefits derived from the construction of numerous dams would 
be distributed over a larger area and would benefit more people as a whole. In 
addition to this the dams proposed by private enterprise would raise our eco- 
nomic standard due to the increased tax benefits that we would derive from their 
construction. There would be about 8 million in tax benefits to the State of 
Idaho each year to apply to our school problems, ete. 

If the Hells Canyon Dam is built we would be paying out in Federal tax 
rather than reaping a benefit. 

Furthermore, we have vast areas in southern Idaho which at the present time 
have no voting populations but which is fertile land. Its only need is water. 
The only way to secure this water is by means of electrical power. Due to the 
level terrain, gravity irrigation, is an impractical procedure. There is no vote 
coming from this area at present, but at the present rate of increase of the 
population of the United States we need that natural resource desperately. 

Allocations submitted by the federally constructed dams would doom this 
area to inactivity for many, many years. 

Very truly yours, 
DexTER BARNETT, 
Individual Contractor, North Fork of the Clearwater. 


STATEMENT OF Mrs. Estuer L. Barton, LEWiston, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IDAHO, April 2, 1955. 
SENATE INTERTOR COMMITTEE, INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

HONORABLE GENTLEMEN: The private power companies are doing a good job 
of serving electricity in our area at rates that are below the national average. 
‘hey also pay taxes in the communities in which they operate and still are able 
to serve power to users at rates below those of public power groups. 

It would appear to me that the best thing for Idaho would be to have private 
power develop the dams on the Snake River, for which they have applied for 
permission to build. This private company who wants to build at the sites of 
the Hells Canyon Dam will pay substantial taxes into the State of Idaho and 
the adjoining communities which so sorely need this tax money. 

It is my contention that private power has the ability and willingness to 
provide all the electric power that is necessary to serve the people of this area. 

Respectfully yours, 
(Mrs.) Ester L. Barron. 


62506—55— A——_ 15 
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STATEMENT OF KENNETH Barron, LEWIsTON, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IDAHO, April 2, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

HonorABLeE GENTLEMEN: I would like to see private power companies build 
the dams at Hells Canyon because I believe they can provide enough power at 
reasonable rates, while paying taxes. 

If a Federal dam is built, I understand that public power agencies will be 
preferred groups insofar as obtaining power, and I feel that the private power 
companies should have access to this power for their customers who are tax- 
payers as well as the rest. 

I believe the private enterprise system is the best: competitive, healthy, 
and regulated by Government agencies, it is one of the finest examples of a free 
democracy, the foundation of our wonderful country. 

Yours very truly, 
KENNETH BARTON. 


STATEMENT oF J. Ronatp BAytTon, PULLMAN, WASH. 


KOFE, 
Pullman, Wash., April 2, 1955. 
A. B. Curtis, 
Coordinator of Hells Canyon Hearing, Lewiston, Idaho. 

Dear Mr. Curtis: Here is the opinion of KOFE on the Hells Canyon situa- 
tion: 

1. Regardless of whether 1 high dam, 3 small dams, or 15 medium-sized dams 
were decided upon, there would be much engineering data to promote each plan. 

2. The issue seems not to be the size and number of dams, but free enterprise 
versus Government subsidy; free or slave. 

3. Here’s a vote from KOFE for free enterprise and private power. 

4. It has been a shocking revelation of the sentiments of the hearing com- 
mittee to note that the major hearings have been scheduled only in commun- 
ities considered to be public power strongholds. We can only hope that taxpayers 
of the area are intelligent enough to recognize this poorly disguised piece of 
political strong-arm tactics. 

There is not a member of the staff of KOFE that favors virtually uncontrollable 
public power development, as opposed to private development governed by the 
profit-and-loss system. Our vote is firmly on the side of private ownership 
of any dams built in the Hells Canyon area, or anywhere else. 

Very sincerely yours, 
J. Ronatp BayTon, 
Partner and Manager. 


STATEMENT oF C. W. BecKMAN, Lewiston, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IpAHO, April 2, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 

GENTLEMEN : The best engineers available have studied the type of dams most 
suitable for the Hells Canyon area. Idaho Power Co. has stated that it is 
ready to start construction as soon as the obstacles are removed. If Federal con- 
struction is authorized, long costly delays in obtaining appropriations will add 
to the woes of our power-hungry area. Not only will power be available at an 
earlier date, but the addition of taxable properties will be of great benefit 
to our area. 

Very truly yours, 
C. W. BeckMan., 


STATEMENT OF Mr. AND Mrs. Ernest BEHLER, FERDINAND, IDAHO 


FERDINAND, IpaHo, April 8, 1955. 
Mr. E. B. Curtis, . 
Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, Lewiston, Idaho. 
Dear Mr. Curtis: We are not in favor of the Government building Hells Can- 
yon Dam. I think we can all agree that our taxes are high enough. The State 
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of Idaho needs money for so many other improvements such as their roads and 
schools, to mention just a few. Our tax money could be used in these capacities 
to a much better advantage than to have the taxes we already pay be raised and 
then go into the building of a dam which could be built entirely, and with no cost 
to us, by a private company. 
Respectfully, 
Mrs. Ernest BEHLER. 
Mr. Ernest BEHLER. 


STATEMENT OF RicHaArD L. BLAck, Moscow, IpaHo 


Moscow, Ipano, March 31, 1355. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho, 

GENTLEMEN: I believe the Idaho Power Co. should be allowed to construct their 
dams on the Snake River rather than the Federal Hells Canyon Dam for the 
following reasons: 

Idaho Power is willing and able to start construction at once whereas the 
Federal Dam has failed to gain appropriations for years and there is no tangible 
evidence a construction appropriation could be voted in the very near future, 
We'd also be assured of electrical power much sooner because the Idaho Power 
estimate of construction time is much less than the Federal dam. 

The State of Idaho needs additional revenue and we’ll receive much more from 
the full amount of taxes Idaho Power will pay rather than the supposed amount 
any Government project would pay. 

We've only to look at the neighboring State of Washington and compare our 
financial status with theirs to realize socialized power is not a healthful condition. 

One of the main reasons is that the Government should stay out of business and 
let private enterprise develop projects whenever they’re able and willing. Wash- 
ington waterpower’s Cabinet Gorge Dam is a fine example that private interests 
can construct, maintain, and operate an electric power project much faster and 
more economical than any Government agency. 

A $400 million Government appropriation would greatly swell our already over- 
whelming national debt and also be unwise when Idaho Power is willing to spend 
their money to give us the power and also pay the property and income taxes. 

I don’t believe that we should destroy the free-enterprise system that has made 
this country great to adopt a socialized and welfare system that has and is 
weakening and totally wrecking other countries, 


Sincerely, 
RicHarp L. Biack. 





STATEMENT OF JOSEPH BLACKEAGLE, MEMBER OF THE NEZ Perce INDIAN TRIBE, 
LAPWAI, IDAHO 


Distinguished members of the United States Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, it is a high privilege to appear before you in my individual capacity as a 
member of the Nez Perce Indian Tribe, not to take part in the political aspects of 
this controversy over the building of the proposed Government dam at Hells 
Canyon, but to reaffirm the traditional stand taken by the Nez Perce Tribe against 
the abrogation of a contract made by and between the United States Government 
and the Nez Perce Tribe of Indians exactly 100 years ago this June. I refer to 
the Nez Perce Treaty of 1855, negotiated by Gov. Isaac I. Stevens of Washington 
Territory with the Nez Perce Tribe at the Walla Walla Campgrounds, in which 
solemn agreement was reached that the Indians would always have the undis- 
turbed use of streams running through and bordering on the reservation and the 
right to return to their usual and accustomed fishing grounds and stations located 
outside the boundaries of their reservation for the purpose of obtaining a major 
portion of their food supply from the annual salmon runs in the Columbia River 
and its tributaries. 

We have already seen the serious diminution of the annual salmon runs in the 
Jolumbia River by the building of Grand Coulee, Bonneville, and McNary Dams. 
Two years hence the principal surviving Indian fishery at Celilo Falls will be 
completely destroyed by the Dalles Dam. The Nez Perce Tribe is the last to 
negotiate with the Army engineers, pursuant to a mandate of Congress to compen- 
sate the treaty Indian tribes for the loss of valuable food supply and the displace- 











1154 HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 


ment of members of our tribe who in recent years have followed the white man 
into the channels of commercial fishing and now know no other means of making 
a living. 

Grand Coulee Dam has destroyed the part of the salmon runs spawning above 
this obstruction. Kettle Falls was an important Indian salmon fishery. It is 
gone. The Indians have no replacement. 

Bonneville Dam diminished the salmon runs ascending the Columbia and Snake 
Rivers to the spawning grounds on the Upper Snake and its tributaries. 

McNary Dam is another deterrent to salmon migration to and from the same 
spawning grounds. 

The Dalles Dam will be just one more line in the chain of eventual destruction 
of anadromous fish. Consider, if you will, the loss to the Northwest Indians of 
the Celilo fishery when a lake behind the dam forever seals the last vestige of In- 
dian fishing at a site which has been the sacred gathering place of Indians for 
time immemorial. There the annual take of salmon and steelhead by Indians for 
sale and home consumption has been around 2,500,000 pounds, with a wholesale 
value of about $375,000. 

Do these figures emphasize Nez Perce Indian concern over protecting and 
preserving the salmon supply in this region as long as we can? When the Great 
White Father came here to subdue us by peaceful means into giving up our 
jand, our forests abundant with wildlife, our pure and unpolluted rivers teeming 
with fish, we signed a solemn compact that the Indians would always have fish 
for food in the rivers and streams of our native homeland. 

Fish and fisheries form an important part of our national economy as we know 
it today, the same as the fisheries of the native Northwest was an essential 
element of aboriginal Indian economy. 

Jith the coming of the white settlers, industrial and agricultural expansion, 
the development of commercial fishing, there commenced the gradual process 
of diminution in the size of the annual runs. The cutting over of the timber on 
the watersheds, the damming up of the tributaries which led to the natural 
spawning grounds, the establishment of industrial enterprises which led to the 
pollution of the streams, and the development of the large commercial fishery, 
all contributed to the decline of the salmon runs. Further development on the 
scale now proposed will either completely extinguish the runs or disseminate 
them to such an extent that neither the Indians nor the public will receive any 
appreciable benefits. 

The ultimate decision on the use of the water resources of the Columbia River 
and its tributaries is a prerogative of the Congress of the United States. 

Should it be concluded that the valuable natural fisheries resources must yield 
to irrigation and power—and God postpone the day the Indian will see fish no 
more in our native rivers and streams—I submit that there should not be over- 
looked in the construction costs of any new dams amounts to compensate the 
Indians for the destruction of the salmon runs. 

America does not regard sacred treaties as mere scraps of paper. Our Govern- 
ment regards treaties as inviolable commitments and obligations. 

Respectfully submitted. 

JOSEPH BLACKEAGLFE, 
Tribal Secretary of the Nez Perce Tribe. 





STATEMENT OF Mrs. Ipa M. Bratr, Lewiston, [IpaAHO 


To the INrERIon AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho: 


I am Mrs. Ida M. Blair. I was born in Washington in 1892 and have lived 
in Idaho most of my life. I have lived in Lewiston since 1912. 

I am highly in favor of Hells Canyon Dam. 

I have seen the Snake River overrun its banks many times and it is my belief 
that there will always be enough water to maintain an even flow below the dam. 

I believe sincerely that all our natural resources should be developed for the 
good of all people at Government expense and not by a private company for the 
benefit of a chosen few. 

Mrs. Ipa M. Bratr. 
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STATEMENT OF WYNNE M, BLAKE, PROSECUTING ATTORNEY OF NEZ PERCE COUNTY, 
IDAHO, FAVORING CONSTRUCTION OF HELLS CANYON DAM 


The early construction of the high dam in Hells Canyon is certainly jus- 
tified in keeping with the Federal power policy adopted many, many years 
ago, based upon the premises that the navigable rivers of this country belong 
to the people; that these rivers should be developed on a basinwide multiple- 
purpose basis, and that the power therefrom should be marketed at the lowest 
possible cost. 

The Hells Canyon Dam site on the Snake River is one of our last great poten- 
tial high dam sites remaining to be developed in this country. A high dam 
should be there constructed by the Federal Government to guarantee the maxi- 
mum development of the Snake River and to guarantee that the greatest good 
be garnered from this river for the greatest number of our people. This river 
and the Hells Canyon through which it flows should not be abandoned and turned 
over to a small few to be exploited along lines which would be to the advantage 
of a few and to the disadvantage of many. 

Idaho Power does not have a distinguished history of being a proponent for 
cheap power development. It has rather a monopolistic history of high-cost 
power. The history of other federally constructed dams is one of cheap power 
and many other benefits to the areas in which they are constructed. The argu- 
ment that the opponents of the high dam are fighting for private enterprise and 
that the proponents of the high dam are fighting for socialism is spurious to the 
point of being ridiculous. The sole question to be determined by Congress in 
this matter is which plan for the development of the Snake River will benefit the 
greatest number of people. 

The construction of the high dam promises the development of a far greater 
quantity of power at cheaper cost. There are other factors present in the high- 
dam development plan of importance, in addition to quantity and cost of power, 
such as storage, to aid in downriver navigation and flood control, and to increase 
the efficiency and power production of downriver dams. 

Idaho and its people will be benefited by great quantities of cheap power that 
would be produced by the high dam. Cheap power in large quantities can mean 
many things to this State. It will certainly serve to attract new industry; new 
industry will create new jobs; new jobs will bring new people; new people will 
provide new opportunities for investment and for new business. New industries, 
new people, new investments, and new businesses will provide a greater tax 
basis for the collection of revenue by our State for the construction of better 
roads and schools and will provide greater local markets for our farm products 
and products of our existing industries, and customers for our existing busi- 
nesses. Cheap power in great quantities will enable the development of Idaho’s 
great phosphate deposits and provide cheaper fertilizer for the use of our farm- 
ers of this State, and should enable the homeowners to benefit by reduced power 
bills, and should permit the development of vast tracts of arid land into fertile 
tracts. Certainly, the high dam in Hells Canyon would be a tourist attraction 
comparable to that of the Grand Coulee on the Columbia. 

It is hard for me to believe that honest men with honest thoughts, seeking to 
do their job as representatives of the people by whom they are elected, can 
swallow hook, line, and sinker the arguments based in great part upon fear and 
catch phrases being advanced by the opponents of Hells Canyon. 

The wolf of monopoly, masquerading in the sheepskin of private enterprise 
should not be permitted to take as its own one of the greatest remaining high 
dam sites in our country and cause to be reversed the entire history of Federal 
power development along lines which have proven that the greatest number 
receive the greatest benefit from the development of our navigable rivers on a 
basinwide multiple-purpose basis. 


STATEMENT OF Lewis G. BLOOM, SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS, PALoUsE, WASH. 


Apri 1, 1955. 
Mr. A. B. Curtis, 
Coordinator of Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 
Dear Mr, Curtis: At present there is an unfair balance of power in our 
western area in favor of Government ownership. Where it is impossible for 
private enterprise to build, it is sound business to have the Federal Government 
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do the building but private enterprise should have the first chance so that we 
can keep property on the tax rolls. 

As far as schools are concerned it is very difficult to operate schools where all 
or most property is tax-exempt as payment of the Federal Government always 
lags behind the needs of the children. 


Let’s keep this project on the tax rolls, 
Lewis G. BLoom, 


Superintendent of Schools, Palouse, Wash. 





STATEMENT OF BoARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, NEZ PERCE COUNTY 


LEWISTON, IDAHO, April 2, 1955, 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

To WHOM Ir May CoNcerN: The construction of a high dam at Hells Canyon 
on the Snake River is of utmost importance to the entire Columbia Basin. It is 
particularly important to the future of navigation on the Snake and Columbia 
Rivers. 

A high dam would be able to store all the water during the spring runoff and 
make the water available when the streamflow becomes too low for navigation, 
then supplemental water could be made available so as to keep the flow of the 
Snake and the Columbia Rivers constant and permit year-around navigation. 

The same reason for construction of Hells Canyon Dam applies to power 
development. A high dam would store all the surplus water, then when needed, 
this surplus water could be released as needed to keep the flow of the water 
below the dam constant, thus supplying a steady rate of energy and firm power 
for use of industry in the Columbia Basin area. This would prevent the irregular 
supply of power that exists from time to time today. 

Therefore, with regular and constant navigation facilities and a regular and 
dependable supply of power, new and more industries will come into the area 
and more of the natural resources will be developed. 

If private power will be able to provide this development, I would favor them 
to do it. If they are not ready or able to do it, then I think the Government 
should step in and build the dam so that downstream development could proceed. 

BERT SCHROEDER, 
County Commissioner, Nez Perce County, Lewiston, Idaho. 


STATEMENT OF Morris P. BoHMAN, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IpAHO, April 4, 1955. 


Mr. Chairman, honored committee, guests, the foregoing opinions are based 
upon knowledge I have received from magazine articles, discussions with other 
people, economic education, etc., rather than upon compilations of engineering 
data or other information of a highly technical nature. 

Basically, I have great confidence in the economic potential of a country whose 
operations are based upon the workings of free enterprise. 

It cannot be argued that there are certain functions which, by their sheer 
magnitude, make it necessary for the participation of the Federal Government; 
however, I think wherever private enterprise can accomplish primarily the 
same function, the Federal Government should confine their activities to govern- 
ing. My reasons for this belief are as follows: 

1. Private enterprises are in business to make a profit and at the same time 
are in a competitive situation. For this reason they generally do the job at 
a lesser cost. Also, because of this competitive situation, materials used are 
based upon price of materials rather than upon political indebtedness, back 
scratching, or other forms of pork barreling. 

2. Because of the cumbersome nature of the Federal Government, private 
enterprises can eliminate a great deal of redtape and thereby get the job done 
sooner, 

3. When private enterprise constructs a dam, a source of tax revenue is made 
available to the State or surrounding States. This revenue can be used for the 
State or surrounding States. This revenue can be used for the financing of 
better schools, roads, and etc. Dams built by the Federal Government are not 
taxable. 
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4. Dams built by the Federal Government, are financed by taxes received from 
people who may live thousands of miles from the dam as well as from people 
who live in its immediate vicinity. This, in effect, creates a situation whereby 
the Government takes from the one and gives to the other. 

In summary, I cannot comprehend why, any person, unless he is an advocate 
of socialism, would object to the construction of dams by private enterprise and 
thereby save the already overburdened taxpayer a lot of money. 

Morris P. BOHMAN. 


STATEMENT OF Tom W. Borse, Lewiston, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IpAHO, April 4, 1955. 
To Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Unless the authorization bill now before Congress for the high Federal dam 
at Hells Canyon is passed, there will be nothing to prevent the Federal Power 
Commission from issuing a permit to the Idaho Power Co. for the construction 
of three smaller dams above the Hells Canyon site that will forever destroy the 
orderly, comprehensive development of the Snake River for water storage, power, 
flood control, and navigation. To avoid this unpleasant and unjustified pos- 
sibility it is my hope that the Hells Canyon bill will receive highly favorable 
consideration at the earliest possible moment. 

The critical need for upstream storage is admitted by private, public power 
officials, and every informed person interested in the power needs of the North- 
west and our Nation. The destruction of the Hells Canyon site will vastly 
reduce the potential upstream water storage and will, in years to come, prove 
to be a serious and costly mistake. We cannot afford to make this mistake in 
order that a few individuals and corporations may secure some direct financial 
benefits. 

Having been®a resident of Lewiston, Idaho, during my entire life, having been 
actively and closely associated with the development of this region and the 
State of Idaho, I wish to unqualifiedly advise vou that if you now had the time 
to permit the residents of this and surrounding regions to personally express 
their opinions you would find a preponderant majority favoring the Federal high 
dam at Hells Canyon. 

By the lavish expenditure of funds for propaganda purposes the power com- 
panies, through unprecedented advertising in national magazines, radio, and in 
every other conceivable form of contact, have and are now making an all-out 
effort to wrest from the people this one last possible site for the comprehensive 
development of the Snake River. I, and I know I am speaking for a large 
majority of our people in this area, earnestly and sincerely solicit your support 
for the authorization of the Federal high dam at Hells Canyon in order that 
this irreplaceable site may be saved for future generations. 

Respectfully yours, 
Tom W. Boise, Owner, Raymond Hotel. 


This statement is made and submitted to the United States Senate subcommit- 
tee at a hearing in Lewiston, Idaho, April 4, 1955 by Tom W. Boise, of Lewiston, 
Idaho. 


STATEMENT BY CARL Boyp (PULLMAN FARMER), PULLMAN, WASH. 
I am not in favor of the Government going into any business which can be 


done better and cheaper by private enterprise. 
CARL Boyp. 





STATEMENT OF RoperT W. BRANNAN, UNIONTOWN, WASH. 


UNIONTOWN PHARMACY, 
April 1, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D.C. 
GENTLEMEN : We oppose the construction of Hells Canyon Dam by Government 
construction or by use of Government funds. We feel private industry can build 
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this and other dams more economically, thus saving taxpayers thousands of 


dollars. 


Very truly yours, 
Ropert W. BRANNAN (Owner), 


STATEMENT oF Davip Brazit, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IDAHO, April 4, 1955. 
Hon. JAMES MURRAY, 
Chairman, Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho: 

As executive secretary of the Idaho Outdoor Association and as an agent for 
the Brink And A Half Club, I have for the last 10 years been constantly traveling 
about the entire State of Idaho, making many trips into every nook and corner of 
this State. 

The Hells Canyon Dam issue has been discussed in my presence innumerable 
times and in almost every instance a majority expressed the view that they 
would prefer to see the high dam built by the United States Government instead 
of the low dams proposed by Idaho Power Co. 

Personally, I am for the high dam built by the United States Government. 

The views expressed here by me are my own and are not the official view 
of the organizations I have served or am now Serving. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Davin BRAZIL. 


STATEMENT OF BroTHERHOOD Ratmway CARMEN OF AMERICA, CAMAS PRAIRIE, 
No. 754, LEWistTon, IpAHO, SIGNED BY ELLis J. COALE 


Xpri. 4, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
United States Senate: 

TI am Ellis J. Coale of Lewiston, Idaho, representing the Brotherhood, Railway 
Carmen of America, Local 754. 

Our local 754 has a membership of 40, which is unanimous in support of a 
Federal dam at Hells Canyou. We believe that the dam will create more indus- 
try in the Northwest, and thus more jobs for the workingman. We do not believe 
that the high Federal dam will interfere with the water rights of anyone now 
or in the future, as we feel that the laws are adequate to protect each and 
everyone. 

We earnestly request that the Government support and build the Hells Canyon 
Dam. 

Respectfully, 
Ex.is J. Coare. 


STATEMENT OF O. S. Brown, Moscow, IDAHO 


Moscow, Ipano, April 1, 1955. 
Mr. E. B. Curtis, 
Coordinator, Hells Canyon Hearing, Lewiston, Idaho. 

Dear Mr. Curtis: Idaho Power Co. contributes a great deal of tax money to the 
State of Idaho and a goodly portion of that money is used to support our schools. 
So far as I have been able to determine, the relationship between the Idaho 
Power Co. and the State of Idaho and its residents has always been a friendly 
one. I am, therefore, completely opposed to adding any more millions to the 
already staggering national debt when the Idaho Power Co. is ready, willing, 
and able to build the Snake River dams. 

Very truly yours, 
Brown’s FURNITURE, 
By O. S. Brown. 
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STATEMENT OF Eppigz BroyLes, Lewiston, Ipano 


LEWISTON, IpAHO, April 2, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

DEAR Sirs: It seems to me our problem in the Northwest is to get dams under 
coustruction to assure us a supply of power as soon as possible. I’m not qualified 
to discuss the engineering problems of the high or low dams, but think the 
Federal Power Commission can decide which will best serve our interests in 
Hells Canyon. 

I am in favor of letting private enterprise build the dams in order to support 


our loeal, county, and State government in the form of taxes. 
SDDIE BROYLES. 


STATEMENT OF LiLoyp A. Bury, SPOKANE 1, WASH. 


Mourpny FAvre, INC., 
Spokane, Wash., April 1, 1955. 
Mr. E. B. Curtis, 
Coordinator, Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, Lewiston, Idaho. 

Dear Mr. Curtis: You have undoubtedly been confronted with every conceiv- 
able reason, both good and bad, why or why not the Hells Canyon project is to be 
developed through private or Federal capital. Perhaps one more expression 
may be in order. 

It is difficult to accept any thought other than private (corporation) develop- 
ment when one considers that our national economy from the beginning has 
been built by private and competitive enterprise. Our tax structure has and 
will continue to depend upon this form of growth and development. 

As a democracy, it seems fundamental that the Government, either Federal 
or State, should never engage in any business that may be accomplished by 
private or corporate means. 

It is hoped the proposed Hells Canyon project will follow those principles that 
have built America and let private enterprise, as competitive taxpayers and 
not tax dollar users, develop the project. 


Respectfully yours, 
Luoyp A. Bury. 


STATEMENT OF R. W. Buscu, UNIONTOWN, WASH. 


TOWN oF UNIONTOWN, WasnHu., April 1, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEF, 
Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN: I am opposed to the so-called high Hells Canyon Dam, as pro- 
posed for construction by the Federal Government, at Government expense, at a 
location in the Snake River south of Lewiston, Idaho. 

In view of the fact that taxpaying, capable, experienced, and willing private 
enterprises are ready to finance and construct power dams at the above location, 
with power and other benefits production capacities, comparable with the esti- 
mated production of electrical energy, of the proposed Federal Hells Canyon Dam, 
I feel that the Federal Government should not enter into competition with 
private enterprise. 


Respectfully yours, 
R. W. Buscu, City Clerk. 


STATEMENT OF GLEN C. CAMPBELL, PUIMMAN, WASH. 


PULLMAN, WASH., April 1, 1955. 
Mr. E. B. Curtis, 
Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 
Dear Mr. Curtis: The taxpayers of Idaho can profit at the expense of the State 
of Washington where increasing public ownership of power generation has con- 
tributed to the State’s serious tax problem. 
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If a taxpaying private power company is willing to build the Snake River 
power dams, let them doit. Save taxes for the taxpayers. 


Sincerely, 
Gien C. CAMPBELL. 


STATEMENT OF FRED CANFIELD, JR., CULDESAC, IDAHO 


CuLpDESAC, IpAHO, April 4, 1955. 


Subject: Hells Canyon Dam of the Snake River in Idaho. 
To: The Congressional Interior Affairs Committee. 

I am Fred Canfield, Jr. I reside in the village of Culdesac, county of Nez Perce, 
State of Idaho. For the past 9 years, I have owned and operated a general mer- 
chandise store in this city. 

I am in favor of the Federal Government constructing a dam at Hells Canyon 
for the following reasons. 

(a) I believe that only the Federal Government is capable of developing this 
site as I feel it should be done. 

(b) I also believe that we the people of Idaho need this gigantic source of 
power to attract more big industry to our locality. This area is the only great 
potential for such power left in these United States and proper development of 
this potential is one of the greatest things both for reclamation and economy 
that we could ever hope for here in Idaho. 

(c) I also believe that in the years to come, the availability of power may well 
decide the future of our existence. 

Frep CANFIELD, Jr. 


STATEMENT OF ELLWoop CARLSON, CLARKSTON, WASH. 


CLARKSTON, WASH., April 2, 1955. 


SENATE SUBCOMMITTER, HELLS CANYON HEARING, 
Lewis-Clark Hotel, Lewiston, Idaho. 

HoNORABLE GENTLEMEN: We in the Northwest are living in an area of rapid 
expansion and growth. The development of the rivers is an important and 
immediate item. This is part of the reason why I am definitely opposed to 
Federal construction of a high Hells Canyon Dam. It does not appear to me to 
be the answer. 

The more important part of my reason is this: Government participation in 
this area of development would mean unfair competition for private power 
companies; the amount of money paid by Federal operation would be much iess 
than that assessed against a private company. I am against Government par- 
ticipation in any field where private enterprise can do the work. It will 
always be done more efficiently by a private concern. A private company 
stands ready, willing, and able to proceed with this river-development program, 


Let them. 
ELL woop CARLSON. 





STATEMENT OF Mrs. RENICE AND ROBERT CARPER; AND S. D. AND MBs. S. D. Merry 


To the Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, United States Senate: 


Mr. Chairman, distinguished Members of both Houses of Congress, we are in 
favor of a high Federal dam in Hells Canyon for the following reasons: 

1. Maximum production of low-cost power for revenue. 

2. Industrial development of natural resources in the area. 

3. Agricultural development to be made available by irrigation. 

4. Flood control and navigation on the lake and river. 

5. Open the Seven Devils area of Idaho and Wallowa Mountain region of 
Oregon to sports lovers; the lake and dam another western wonder spot for visit- 
ing tourists. 

6. One of the greatest natural dam sites in the United States—a priceless 
heritage—must not be given away. 
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A high Federal dam in Hells Canyon must be fully developed for the benefit 


of all the people. 
Mrs. RENICE CARPER, 
RosertT CARPER, 
Orofino, Idaho. 
S. D. Merry, 
Mrs. 8. D. Merry, 
Ahsahku, Idaho. 


Testimony at Lewiston, Idaho, hearings, April 4, 1955. 





STATEMENT OF J. L. CHAPMAN, ASOTIN, WASH. 


To the Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, United States Senate, Lewiston, 
Idaho, Hearings. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: My name is J. L. Chapman and I live at Asotin, Wash., and I 
have lived along the Snake River for more than 50 years. 

I have operated my own grain warehouse, owned oil-driven boats and assisted 
others in the operation of their boats, so am quite familiar with the river. 

The sites selected by the Idaho Power Co. were selected because of two farm 
roads neither of which are suitable for heavy hauling. But apparently they 
fill the bill of closing the sites for using the Nez Perce site and blocking tunnel 
from Salmon to Snake at China Creek or Kirby Bar. 

The Army surveyors of a dam above Asotin with water transportation to Nez 
Perce would be sensible and ties in with all other important developments. 

The work at the Hells Canyon site can be handled from above and makes the 
water transportation open to the coast. Any system steps on someone’s toes; 
the Army work was the best as it was independent. These others are for the 
purpose of a monoply in all lines. 

It blocks all chance of water transportation to south Idaho and Oregon. 

J. L. CHAPMAN. 


STATEMENT OF GLENN M. CHRISTENSEN, CLARKSTON, WASH. 


C. & S. Tire Service, 
Clarkston, Wash., April 2, 1955. 
SENATE SUBCOMMITTEE, 
Senate Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, 
Lewis-Clark Hotel, Lewiston, Idaho. 

HONORABLE GENTLEMEN : Concerning the proposed construction of Hells Canyon 
Dam, it is my opinion that it can only be a one-purpose dam, for power only. 

I also believe that the private power company should be given the privilege of 
building our dams for power purposes. Our Government participation in public 
utilities should be stopped, as socialism is becoming more than a trend in Gov- 
ernment practices. 

As a sportsman and director of the Washington State Sportsman’s Council I 
agree only with the construction of low dams and there are numerous sites avail- 
able for this type of construction, 


Respectfully submitted. 
GLENN M. CHRISTENSEN. 


STATEMENT OF CLARKSTON CHAPTER 431 of THE FARMERS UNION, CLARKSTON, 
WASH. 


To the Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, United States Senate: 

Mr. Chairman, distinguished Members of both Houses of Congress, the officers 
and members of Clarkston Chapter 431 of the Farmers Union, Clarkston, Wash., 
by unanimous resolution made at their regular meeting, go on record in favor 
of the high Federal dam in Hells Canyon, for the benefit of all the people. 

Rosert Sao, 
President. 
James LYDON, ~ 
Educational Director. 


April 4, 1955, Lewiston, Idaho, hearings. 
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STATEMENT OF CLARKSTON HEIGHTS GRANGE, PRESENTED BY FRANK Harvey, MASTER 


To the Members of the Committee. 

Honorasie Sirs: My name is Frank Harvey. I am master of the Clarkston 
Heights Grange representing over 200 members. 

Our grange has repeatedly endorced the high Hells Canyon Dam. We feel 
that it is vital to overall river control and usage. It is the key dam to the 
entire river development program and would make a major contribution to the 
energy output of all downstream dams. Hells Canyon Dam would even the flow 
of the lower river and be very beneficial to. navigation, flood control, irrigation, 
fish, and sports. Increased wealth and industry resulting would greatly enhance 
our economy. We urge your assistance in making this dream a reality. 

Yours very truly, 
FRANK HARVEY, 
Master, Clarkston Heights Grange. 


STATEMENT OF CLEARWATER PROGRESS, SIGNED By B. M. WILKINSON, EDITOR 


KAMIAH, IDAHO, 
April 4, 1955. 
UNITED STATES SENATE RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE. 

Dear Sirs: After studying the various proposals made thus far on the devel- 
opment of the Snake River and its relationship to the Northwest, we are of 
the opinion that if the power, flood control, and other benefits that will be derived 
from a high dam at Hells Canyon aren’t needed at the present time, the site 
should be handled as any other natural resource and protected for the people 
of the State of Idaho and the entire region. 

If we need smaller dams to meet the immediate demand for power, let them 
be built where they are needed and by the Federal Government, cooperatives, 
or private utilities, depending on which can give the cheapest power and best 
Service to industry and the public in general. 

Yours respectfully, 
CLEARWATER PROGRESS, 
By B. M. WILKINSON, Editor. 


STATEMENT OF THE COEUR D’ALENE DISTRICT MINERS’ AND SMELTERMEN’sS UNION, 
LocaL No. 18 AND THE INTERNATIONAL UNION OF MINE, MILL AND SMELTER 
WorKeERS REPRESENTING 20,000 MEMBERS IN THE COLUMBIA RIvER BASIN 


A HIGH LEVEL DAM ASSURES HIGHER LIVING STANDARDS 


As an organized group of public-spirited citizens, worl:ing in the mines, mills, 
and smelters, located here in the Columbia River Basin, who belong to the 
International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, we present this state- 
ment to our elected congressional representatives. 

The purpose of this statement is to set forth our historic and firm position 
in favor of Government construction of a high level, multiple-purpose dam in 
Hells Canyon on the Snake River. Years of careful study and serious discus- 
sion has served to strengthen our belief in the soundness of our position; and, 
on March 16, 1955, the rank and file delegates at our 50th international union 
convention in Spokane, Wash., again unanimously recorded themselves as. being 
in favor of the high level, multiple-purpose dam as set forth in the attached 
resolution. 

We are firmly opposed to the proposal of the Idaho Power Co. that they be 
granted permission to eventually, if they see fit, erect three, single purpose, low 
level dams at the Hells Canyon site. 

We oppose the Idaho Power Co.’s proposal because we believe it unwise to 
develop any natural resource to a partial extent when such partial development 
would forever end man’s opportunity to gather in the maximum potential from a 
natural resource which can and should be completely developed. 

Our favor of the multiple-purpose, high-level dam arises out of the basic 
human need for productive, well-paid jobs. We need these jobs for ourselves 
now and for our children as they come to the labor market in the future, so 
that they may enjoy life in a healthy, productive, and advancing America of 
tomorrow. 
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Such an America will have ever-increasing need for the products derived 
from our farms and ever-expanding industrial plant; which can only be assured 
if we here today husband carefully and utilize fully the natural resources whic h 
are now ours for development. Once ruined by short-sighted programs designed 
for immediate selfish gain these natural resources will be lost forever, In 
plain language we hold that the welfare of present and future generations can 
and must be placed ahead of the immediate cold dollar profit motive of the few. 

We have no time and America must give no time to the foolish few in high 
and powerful places who think they can gain their selfish ends by slapping a 
“socialism” label on all public programs and their sponsors, (We direct your 
attention to the attached copy of a paid newspaper ad which most Northwest 
newspapers carried recently and to the April 2, 1955, issue of the Saturday 
Evening Post on p. 13). ' , 

Such ads, of course, are designed to create confusion and misunderstanding 
but our experience indicates that they are beginning to boomerang. — Our people 
are beginning to say, “So what.” We know how that label was painted on our 
social security laws, our union’s health and welfare programs. We knew that 
for selfish reasons the development of the Tennessee Valley Authority, the 
building of Grand Coulee, Bonneville, Chief Joseph, McNary, Shasta, Boulder 
Dams and other great projects have been and are called socialistic. 

We know that these great projects have materially benefited America and its 
people. If they represent socialism we say “So be it.” We do not have any 
desire to see these valuable monuments of national progress or their future 
equivalents scuttled just to escape being falsely labeled “socialistic” by malicious 
and selfish interests. 

We, here in the Columbia River Basin, know full well that if we are to have 
the security of sufficient jobs new industry must find it possible to locate in 
this area. No greater attraction could be offered new industry than plentiful 
and cheap power. Cheap power will assure the rapid development of our 
agriculture, forestry, mining, and other industries. Our great phosphate de- 
posits could be developed and thus create numerous jobs. 

Tourists, who would spend millions of dollars yearly, could be attracted to 
this area. 

The storage the dam would make possible would assure the permanent effi- 
ciency of the other great dams erected or to be erected downstream, 

We are confident that the building of a multiple-purpose dam at the Hells 
Canyon site will assure the rapid development of the great Northwest, furnish 
thousands of new jobs and add materially to the general well-being and pros- 
perity of the Nation. 

Hells Canyon Dam is a “blue-chip” investment in America’s future security. 
It will earn millions for us in flood control, navigation, irrigation, and recrea- 
tional benefits. In spite of the false charges that it will leave a debt for future 
generations to pay, the fact remains that it will be a self-liquidating and wealth- 
creating project. 

It is our solemn prayer that our elected representatives realize that, in this 
instance, they are dealing with a great natural resource which can never be 
replaced. It must be used fully and properly the first time out. There will 
be no future second chance, 

We urge upon the Members of Congress at this hearing, and through them, 
upon their congressional colleagues, that they grant this request, made of them 
by we, “the little people” and vote for the construction of the multiple-purpose, 
high level Hells Canyon Dam, 


SPECIAL ORDER RESOLUTION OF INTERNATIONAL UNION OF MINE, MILL & SMELTER 
WORKERS, SPOKANE, WASHINGTON 


Whereas our national resources belong to all the people; and 

Whereas the private power groups are interested only in large profits for 
themselves, and are not concerned with the welfare and development of the 
country as a whole; and 

Whereas the Hells Canyon high dam project is one of our most important 
projects because it would produce at least 65 percent more power at much lower 
cost and, in addition, provide many other multiple-purpose benefits; and 

Whereas the project would give the people of the Northwest cheaper power, 
provide numerous other benefits such as thousands of jobs, epen up phosphate 
and other mining opportunities, encourage manufacturing firms to come into 
the Northwest because of the adequate supply of cheap power and thereby 
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create numerous steady jobs, irrigate thousands of acres of land now arid 
through pumping, build a huge man-made lake which would provide tourist 
attractions and fishing, and harness the Snake River thereby preventing dam- 
aging floods: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That this 50th convention of the International Union of Mine, Mill 
& Smelter Workers reaffirm their support in favor of the Hells Canyon high 
dam public power project, and that we give full support to H. R. 4719, intro- 
duced by Representative Gracie Pfost, and its Senate counterpart S. 1333; and 
be it further 

Resolved, That we also support any other national resources projects such as 
the upper Colorado project, that are proposed and which we believe will be for 
the good and welfare of our country as a whole; and be it further 

Resolved, That we go on record to oppose any proposed project that shows a 
selfish interest by individual companies or groups such as the Idaho Power at 
Hells Canyon, or the Dixon-Yates projects; and be it finally 

Resolved, That our locals take appropriate action to contact our Congressmen 
and Senators to push for such action. 

Adopted by unanimous vote March 16, 1955, 50th international convention. 


[Paid advertisement Spokane Daily Chronicle, March 30, 1955]: 


[Reprinted from Wall Street Journal as a public service by the Washington 
Water Power Co.] : 


ALL LOGICAL MEN 


Richard Neuberger is the new Democratic Senator from Oregon, but he has 
arrived in Washington with some arguments on public power that have an old, 
familiar ring. 

Mr. Neuberger simply says the Government should stay in the power business 
in order to make money. The partnership policy, he contends, is wrong be- 
cause it would end a money-making arrangement for the Government. The 
Government would be surrendering revenue to let private companies run the 
power facilities. 

Well, we will pass over for the moment the question of how much money 
the Government does make out of making electricity—a lot depends on the 
bookkeeping. What interests us in this idea that it is nefarious for the Gov- 
ernment to surrender revenue by letting private companies run a business. 

If that is to be the criterion (and if you assume a political agency can run 
business efficiently) then it would be equally true that the Government is sur- 
rendering revenue to aHow General Electric to sell the dynamos that make the 
Government’s electricity or the electric light bulbs that burn it. 

The same would be true, of course, about the revenue the Government sur- 
renders by not making automobiles, or steel or by not running the railroads or 
the telephone system. And for that matter, the Government surrenders some 
by not owning your house or your farm and making you pay rent for it. 

What deprives Senator Neuberger’s idea of any newness is that it has been 
propounded by Socialists from Karl Marx to the British Labor Party; the Labor 
Party actually did apply it to Britain’s steel business. It is the idea that the 
rewards of enterprise do not belong to the people who individually make them 
possible, but to the collective entity of “government” which will then dispose of 
them as it sees fit. 

Senator Neuberger is here applying this argument only to the electric power 
business. But the premise that it is wrong for the Government to surrender 
revenue to private business is a broad one, and those who adopt it are, we feel 
sure, all logical men. 


STATEMENT oF Cot. Harry L. Cotz, USAF, Retrrep, PULLMAN, WasH. 


PULLMAN, WasH., March 31, 1955. 
Mr. A. B. CurtI!s, 
Coordinator, Hells Canyon Hearing, April 4, 1955, Lewiston, Idaho. 


Mr. Curtis: My remarks will indicate a definite opposition to the Snake River 
basis generally and the Hells Canyon in particular by the Federal Government. 

Construction by the Federal Government is costly, it is wasteful and operation 
by the Government is inefficient. Time will not permit supporting that state- 
ment with statistics but such data is abundant and available. 
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Capitalization for Government construction must of necessity be by taxation, 
the tapping of funds in your pocketbook and mine and when those dollars go from 
your pocket to the United States Treasury they never again return with their 
original value. 

In the matter of taxes paid in support of Government it is true that certain 
public utility districts and even TVA make small payments in lieu of taxes but 
such payments do not begin to favorably compare with the taxes paid by similar 
private enterprises. Again time will not permit of the presentation of support- 
ing data which is abundant and available. 

Government in big business means bigger government, a more highly organized 
and larger bureaucracy, more and more socialization. As we have more social- 
ization the importance of the individual becomes less and thus we lose one of 
the important cornerstones of our Republic. From socialization to communism 
it is hardly a step. 

A part of my philosophy, and I believe it is the philosophy of every strong- 
minded individual, is that we, you and I, can spend our money for our own account 
in our own way for what we want, far better than the Federal Government can 
spend it for us. Let’s let private enterprise do the job and if you want will 
repay your capital, paying for its use, but the taxes you will pay will not be 
returned and each year you will but send more good money after bad. Let’s 
keep this thing on a business basis, regulated carefully by our Government, and 
thus help preserve individual initiative, enterprise, and action. Let’s put Hells 
Canyon and similar projects in the hands of business and keep it out of the 
hands of government and thus help maintain this as the greatest and best 
Republic on earth. 

The above opinions and conclusions are based on years of careful observation, 
extensive study, and on several years of service in the Government. Thank you 
so much for the opportunity to appear before you. 

Harry L. Core. 


STATEMENT OF CHARLES J, CooK, St. Maries, IDAHO 


St. Maries, Idaho, April 4, 1955. 
SENATE COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AFFAIRS, 
Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, Lewiston, Idaho. 


JENTLEMEN: The question of whether Hells Canyon should be developed by 
public or private power has been argued before the Federal Power Commission 
with much testimony presented by people who are competent to discuss the ad- 
vantages of high or low dams. It is my firm contention that there in the Pacific 
Northwest our first concern should be the immediate start of construction on 
new dams. In the interest of getting power into the area in time to meet the 
anticipated shortage, I think we should leave it to the FPC to make a decision 
and then go ahead and build the dam or dams that they recommend. 

Yours very truly, 
CHARLES J. Cook. 


STATEMENT OF HAROLD CoRNELISON, Moscow, IDAHO 


May 2, 1955. 
SENATE INTERTOR COMMITTEE, 
Hearing on Hells Canyon Dam, 
Lewiston, Jdaho, 


GENTLEMEN: The grassroots hearing to be held in Lewiston, Idaho, by your 
committee on April 4 has been the topic of much discussion in newspapers and 
on radio programs in this area for the past several days. This discussion indi- 
cated it was your desire at this time to learn the nontechnical ideas and feelings 
of citizens generally concerning their desires as to whether or not construction of 
a high dam should be undertaken by our Federal Government with funds to be 
appropriated by the Congress or whether a proposal te construct three lower 
dams by private enterprise should be permitted. News dispatches indicated com- 
ment by interested citizens would be welcomed by you. 

The following statement for your consideration sets forth in a brief manner 
my conclusions and reasons for arriving at the opinion that the Hells Canyon 
Dam should not be constructed by the Government of the United States with 
money appropriated by Congress : 
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1. I am basically opposed to Government construction and operation of any 
enterprise that private citizens either individually or in groups are ready, willing, 
and able to undertake. It is my understanding that in this case it is not neces- 
sary for the Government to provide this facility and service as private citizens 
have indicated they are in position to and anxious to make it available. 

2. It is my understanding that the State of Idaho is presently owned in excess 
of 60 percent by the Federal Government. Among other reasons this makes it 
difficult to adequately finance our State and local governmental units. Construc- 
tion and operation of projects such as the one under consideration by private 
enterprise will add substantially to the revenue of the State and other units 
of government. Not one fraction of a percent of possible tax income to the 
State should be jeopardized and additional income should be encouraged. 

3. The National Government should hold itself in position to act as umpire 
and adjudicator in operation of our businesslife and participation as competitor 
seems to me to make this position impossible on a fair and unbiased basis. 

4. News dispatches from the portion of Idaho upstream from the proposed 
dam locations indicate general opposition to construction of the high dam for 
reasons that have already been presented to your committee. As a citizen of 
Idaho since 1911 I am aware of an ever-strengthening State consciousness. It 
is my pleasure to support them in their position of opposition as it seems to me 
they have a far greater stake in the outcome than has that portion of Idaho 
downstream from the proposed locations. 

5. It seems that though other benefits than power have been attributed to the 
high dam that in the face of the now existing and ever-increasing demand for 
additional power that program which would put juice on the lines at the earliest 
date would be the better. No assurance is at hand that the high dam with Fed- 
eral funds will be in operation in the foreseeable future as the Congress has 
seen fit to reject proposals for appropriations in the past, and may well be ex- 
pected to do so again. Private enterprise on the other hand has given assurance 
that the first unit of three proposed would be in operation within a relatively 
short time. 

6. From your position you are better able to judge than am I the relative de- 
sirability of 3 dams instead of 1 should a national emergency arise during which 
it is coneeivable that 1 dam could be disabled or destroyed with somewhat less 
possibility than 3 could be decommissioned at one time. 

Respectfully yours, 
HAROLD CoRNELISON. 


STATEMENT OF WILLARD Cox, Lewiston, IpaHo 


C. C, ANDERSON Co., 
Lewiston, Idaho, April 1, 1955, 

SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE: 

I believe that the Snake River dams should be built as soon as possible, be it 
a high dam or three smaller ones. I also think that this should be handled by 
private enterprise as they would get the job done at an earlier date. With the 
rapid growth of the population in this locality it is imperative that we have 
an adequate amount of electric energy within the next few years. Every year 
we rely more and more on electricity for use in our own homes. 


WILLARD Cox, Appliance Manager. 





STATEMENT OF MELVIN J. CUNNINGHAM, ROSALIA, WASH. 


CUNNINGHAM REALTY & INSURANCE, 
Rosalia, Wash., April 1, 1955. 
CHAIRMAN, HELLS CANYON HEARING, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

Dear Str: I believe that in all instances the Federal Government should not 
interfere in any projects where private enterprise can, and is willing to do the 
job, 

Very truly yours, 
MELVIN J. CUNNINGHAM, 
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STATEMENT oF A. B. Curtis, MAyor, Ornorino, IDAHO 


Hon, JAMES E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, Lewiston, Idaho: 


As coordinator of the opposition to Federal construction of a dam at Hells 
Canyon, I wish to express my appreciation for this opportunity to present my 
views and a consensus of those I represent. 

While I was honored and very willing to serve as a coordinator for the people 
who wish to be heard on the matter before us, I must confess that I did not 
realize, when I accepted the job, the tremendous task it would immediately 
become. 

Within hours after it was announced in news reports, I was deluged with 
telephone calls, telegrams, and later letters from persons wishing to testify. 
Many had questions about procedure, and how they should present their views 
to you. It soon became obvious that the job was too big for one man to do 
alone in so short a time. I met your staff worker at 10 a. m. Tuesday to learn 
of the rules and 84 hours later, 10 p. m, Friday, April 1, this testimony was 
ready for you. 

In order to accomplish this task, I divided north Idaho into eight districts, 
which I have indicated on this map. 

For each district I selected a responsible person to act as a local coordinator 
to explain the rules to local people and to make certain that required numbers 
of copies of each testimony was furnished you. 

Before I express my own reasons for opposing a Federal dam at Hells Canyon, 
I would like to point out that I am supported by hundreds of persons unable to 
be here today. Some 200 persons volunteered to testify. Of course, time doesn’t 
permit oral testimony by all of them. Instead, they have written letters that we 
will request be put into the record of this hearing. 

We have made no attempt to weigh engineering aspects of dam construction. 
None of us, nor‘any of the advocates of a Federal dam, for that matter, are 
expected to be qualified expert witnesses on technical matters. It is our position 
that there are legally constituted agencies equipped to judge the engineering 
merits of any dam at Hells Canyon. A decision must be made by the Federal 
Power Commission. The Commission’s engineering staff should be allowed to 
render that decision without being harassed or pressured. 

I know you gentlemen are well aware that the Commission engineers have 
already approved a private company plan to develop Hells Canyon. That ap- 
proval was expressed in a brief filed by the Commission’s legal staff. But I 
would like to call attention to one word in that brief. It is a word getting a lot 
of use by public power promoters. The word is “comprehensive.” Referring 
to the Idaho Power Co. plan, the brief said: 

“* * * the proposed projects are best adapted to a comprehensive plan for 
improving or developing a waterway or waterways for the use or benefit of 
interstate or foreign commerce, for the improvement and utilization of water- 
power development, and for other beneficial public uses, including recreational 
purposes,” 

Let me emphasize this: No person will appear at these hearing who is qualified 
to refute that finding. 

It is the social and economic aspects of Federal contruction which deeply con- 
cern us. In this regard we do feel qualified to speak. We do not believe there 
are experts in faraway bureaus who know more about our problems than we do. 
It’s my sincere belief that Federal construction of Hells Canyon, with its controls 
and public power preference regulations, can only make virtual peons of Idaho 
people. 

All States of the Northwest are hard pressed to obtain enough tax revenue 
to provide the school facilities needed to keep up with tremendous growth in 
population. Yet we must find enough money to assure adequate education for 
our children, and to support other public institutions at local and State levels. 

A Federal Hells Canyon Dam would require almost a half billion in tax funds 
to build, and it would give us no tax revenue, except a little pool hall prosperity. 
The private utility dams would not require use of tax funds to build, and would 
provide tax revenue totaling about $10 million a year, or about a half billion 
dollars in 50 years. 

To illustrate what this means to Idaho, let me tell you what another private 
company dam has meant to one Idaho county, Bonners County in the Panhandle. 

In 1950, before Washington Water Power built Cabinet Gorge Dam—in record 
time, I might add—Bonners County was in serious tax strife. Timber stands 
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nearby, which once supported Bonners County economy was about gone. Tax 
levies were at a limit. New schools were badly needed. And many other things 
were also badly needed, which Bonners County couldn’t pay for. In 1950 Wash- 
ington Water Power paid $3,480.59 to the county in utility taxes. Three and a 
half thousand won’t build much of a school. 

That was the picture before Cabinet Gorge. After this dam was completed, 
and transmission interconnections installed, Washington Water Power last year 
paid almost a half million in taxes to Bonners County—$413,640.20—every penny 
of it to the county—from less than $4,000 to more than $400,000. 

County valuation jumped from over $12 million to almost $19 million, a 64% 
percent increase, in 5 years, mind you. Tax levies on county residents were re- 
duced for the first time in history. 

And look what the dam did for teachers. After Cabinet Gorge, teachers re- 
ceived an average wage increase of $1,100. Look what it did for the kids. 
Bonners County now educates 457 more children and transports 1,108 more kids 
to and from school. School-building programs amounted to almost $2 million. 
Sure they had more kids. But before evaluation per pupil was $3,967.19. Now 
it is up to $5,233.97. 

Gentlemen, here is the payoff, a real contrast, Bonners County has another 
new dam. Albeni Falls—a public power dam. This dam flooded out 20 feet of 
shore property on Lake Pend Oreille, thereby removing so much property 
from the tax rolls that it reduced county valuation by $200,000. And pays 
no taxes, built at public expense—you and me. 

Besides the almost half million Washington water power paid to Bonners, 
the company paid about $926,000 to 9 north Idaho counties in which it operates, 
as well as paying millions to State and Federal treasuries. 

These are the benefits the public power supporters would deny Idaho. They 
would deprive our children of their rightful heritage for the sake of some 
nebulous, so-called benefits aglimmering in the wishful mind of some socialistic 
planner. Cheap power? Cheap power indeed. 

I pay electric bills like everyone else, to a private company, by the way. It’s 
a small item on the budget. It doesn’t hurt much. Now wouldn’t I be a fine 
citizen if I was to take the public platform to insist that the Government in 
Washington, D. C., chip the tax off that bill and let the school kids get along 
the best they can? I’d rather know that when I turn on a light, I am helping 
to make better Americans of Idaho’s kids. I want tax paid kilowatts in my home. 

I believe, I know, if you polled everyone in Idaho, you would find they feel 
as I do. 

All of Idaho’s development to date, all our hopes for the future have been 
based upon use of our four great resources, water, agricultural land made 
productive by water, minerals, and timber. And we hope that each of these 
resources will continue to pay its fair share of tax at State and local levels. 

But now—now, some Federal planners want to take our water without paying 
a nickel for it. 

We need only look across the river at our neighboring State of Washington 
to see what can happen when too much of the State’s resources come under 
Government, or public control. Washington is far in debt and its legislature 
just passed a tax increase bill painful to every citizen. Its counties are having 
trouble meeting expenses. Its schools are overcrowded and short of funds. In 
the meantime the State is already far down the one-way road to socialism with 
nontaxpaying Federal dams and public-power agencies that pay almost no taxes 
ahd, to make matters ever worse, have the legal right to levy taxes themselves. 
Let’s not let that sort of thing happen here in Idaho. 

Hells Canyon would just be the first big socialistic creep in Idaho. Provisions 
of the new Hells Canyon bill would let Idaho have somewhere around half the 
power from a Federal dam, provided—and let’s look at this carefully—provided 
the State qaulified under the provision of the preference clause. 

High dam advocates would give us a choice—the choice of no power from Hells 
Canyon—or public power. That’s the law. Unfortunately, few people in Idaho 
realize that public agencies anywhere get first choice of power generated by 
Federal dams. That’s the preference clause. 

“Preference,” that’s a strange word for a United States law. To me, “prefer- 
ence” by definition and nature is discriminatory and contrary to the Constitution. 
If the Federal Government builds Hells Canyon Dam, Idaho will come face to 
face with the discriminatory preference clause. It may force us to become 
irretrievably dependent upon Federal dollars. 
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On one point regarding the Northwest power situation, I feel we can all agree. 
Unless new dams are started soon, the Pacific Northwest will experience a power 
shortage in the early 1960’s which could curtail industry and put people out 
of work. If those shortages occur, everyone in the region will be hurt. Let’s 
quit chewing the rag and get some progress. 

A private power company is ready right now to build dams on the Hells Canyon 
stretch of the Snake which annually would add almost a million kilowatts to 
our power supply. We need that power right away. It will take the combined 
financial resources of the Government as well as industry to do all the jobs that 
need to be done. But Federal dam advocates seem unconcerned with the danger 
of shortages. They say, “no, let’s wait until we can do it our way.” 

In two previous administrations, Congress was asked to authorize the half- 
billion-dollar Federal Hells Canyon Dam. Both times the bill failed to pass. 
Unless public-power-minded Congressmen can call their shots better than I think, 
there is no assurance it will pass this time; and I sincerely hope it will not. 
But suppose it did pass. It’s quite another thing to get a half-billion-dollar 
appropriation for a single, controversial dam. 

Public power people would settle for passage only. It would give them a 
brand new weapon to wave at the Federal Power Commission while a million 
words assailed a policy of partnership. Now suppose—just suppose—one of 
these years an appropriation was made. Then it would take from 7 to 10 years 
more to put up this public power monument. In the meantime, power shortages 
would have stunted our growth. We can’t get back those kilowatts going over 
the dam site right now. 

In that same decade, that high Hells Canyon Dam was getting around to being 
built, private utility dams could have been producing billions of kilowatts. 

Some say the big dam would produce more kilowatts than the three low dams. 
I wouldn’t know about that. As I said, I’m not an engineer, but whatever addi- 
tional power the big dam might generate, it might take as much as a quarter of 
a century for the high dam to catch up with what the three low dams could have 
produced in the same length of time due to the delays of construction in the 
high dam. 

By that time—who knows—hydroelectriec generation might be obsolete. Tre- 
mendous strides are being made in developing techniques for conversion of 
nuclear energy to electric energy. The way the scientists are going, we might 
have atomic generation before they could ever fill up the reservoir behind the 
big dam. 

It seems that quite suddenly the high dam in the canyon has become important 
as a flood-control measure. Let’s take a look at the record and at some of the 
things that are known about the Snake River. First of all, in previous pub- 
lished figures on a high dam, only about 4 percent of the total cost has been 
allocated to flood control. That doesn’t sound like its flood-control benefits would 
amount to much. And there is no more water in the Snake now than there was 
when those figures came out. There is not as much water in the Snake River 
as high-dam supporters would have us believe. It contributes very little to any 
floods in the Pacific Northwest. Take for example the flood of 1948. At that 
time the Snake River above the mouths of the Salmon and Clearwater Rivers 
had only 50,000 second-feet of water. The Salmon had 103,000 second-feet run- 
ning and the Clearwater had 177,000 second-feet. At flood stage the Snake has 
a 16 to 1 ratio of increase in volume of water, the Salmon 57 to 1 and the 
Clearwater 344 to 1. You can’t make a good case for flood control in Hells 
Canyon out of those figures. Though public power promoters say over and 
over again that a high dam would create more benefits than would the private- 
company dams, no new proof of those benefits have been presented. Even 
assuming the high dam would do some things the low dams would not do, how 
about the cost of those additional benefits? I maintain that those benefits would 
need to be overwhelming to offset the loss to Idaho in tax revenue, in loss of 
control of our own destiny, and the loss to the region due to delay and power 
shortages, the loss to the country in tax expenditures, the loss of our freedom 
to big government, the loss of our resource heritage, and to those of us who 
stand opposed to Federal theft of rights as citizens, the loss of our self-respect. 

Gentlemen * * * if the Federal Government wants to help Idaho, and the 
entire Pacific Northwest * * * there are plenty of places where they can do so. 
Get the Government into its rightful place in western development * * * rec- 
lamation, irrigation, recreation, true flood control, and navigation. We don’t 
mind your using our tax dollars for those things which the people cannot do for 
themselves * * * and there is no loss of tax revenue involved in those areas, 
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Let electric power be generated and distributed by investor-owned companies 
who know their business best. Let’s lump our tax dollars with our investment 
money and the Northwest will receive twice the benefits with half the pain to 
Concentrate on those projects which cannot be built with- 
out Federal help. Let those who can, and who are willing, contribute to the 
development of the region. The Government does us a great disservice when it 
excludes a private company at Hells Canyon to keep a dangerous dream alive 
in the minds of professional welfare staters who are ignorant of our local 
problems and refuse to recognize the rights of the individual. 


everyone concerned. 





STATEMENT OF H. J. DAHMEN, Moscow, IDAHO 


WEISEL INSURANCE AGENCY, 
Moscow, Idaho, April 1, 1955. 


SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE. 

GENTLEMEN: It is my conyiction that we here in Idaho need construction on 
new dams as soon as possible. We do have the common problem of every other 
State, the need for ever-increasing tax dollars. Federal construction of Hells 
Canyon Dam will add to our tax burden and at the same time will take property 
off the tax rolls. If private capital, already contributing millions of dollars to 
State and counties in taxes is willing to develop the power sites on the Snake 
River, then I believe it would be foolish for the taxpayer of Idaho to block and 
discourage such plans, 

The question of high or low dams has been argued by competent people before 
the Federal Power Commission and regardless of the factors for and against each 
type it is my firm belief that construction by private funds should be given first 
consideration because of the tremendous tax advance to the State of Idaho. 


Respectfully yours, 
H. J. DAHMEN, 





STATEMENT OF Hart J. DAvENPoRT, LEwIstTon, IDAHO 


LEwISsTON, IDAHO, April 2, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

Dear Sirs: Would you like to be a member of the Federal Power Commission at 
this time? As a member of this Commission you have qualified engineers work- 
ing with you, men that know after studying each situation which is the best and 
cheapest way to fully utilize a particular stretch of river. You and your men 
take everything into consideration including up and downstream benefits. Now 
what happens? 

A bill is brought before Congress to authorize a dam at Hells Canyon to be 
built with Federal funds, the very situation you’ve spent thousands of hours 
studying and haven’t announced your decision on as yet. This means that some 
Congressmen don’t think you and your staff have brains enough to figure what is 
right and just for the people in that area. Nice thought, isn’t it? 

I’m in favor of private enterprise to do the job of building dams when they are 
willing and able todo so. The State of Idaho can use the tax money that would 
be forthcoming if Idaho Power Co. developed the site at Hells Canyon. Morrison- 
Knudsen Co. claim they can have Idaho Power’s projects done in 36 months, a 
schedule Government-built dams have never been able to equal. 

Let’s let the Federal Power Commission decide what’s to be done and hope they 
favor Idaho Power's plan so we get the power soon and a tax return to the counties 
and State of Idaho for years to come. 


Very truly yours, 
Ear J. DAVENPORT, 





STATEMENT OF LORNE DAvis, CLARKSTON, WASH. 
CLARKSTON, WasH., April 1, 1955. 


SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE ON INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C. 


; GENTLEMEN: I strongly support the partnership plan for power development 
in the Northwest. Through partnership we can get the power we need, the type 
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of dams that will best serve the area, and the Pacific Northwest States will 
realize tax revenue from the dams. No one can question that all of our States 
need the tax revenues from these big dams; and if we can have the dams and the 
taxes through partnership, then why hold out for Federal construction with its 
delays, its controls, and its nontaxable status? 


Yours very truly, 
Davis ELECTRIC, 


By Lorne Davis. 





STATEMENT OF HENRY L. DAy, WALLACE, IDAHO 


Day MINEs, INc., 
Wallace, Idaho, April 2, 1955. 
Re Hells Canyon Dam (s) 
Hon. James BD. Murray, 
Chairman, United States Senate Subcommittee, Interior and Insular Affairs, 

Lewiston, Idaho. 

DEAR SENATOR Murray: My good friend State Representative Ralph Wickberg, 
of Kellogg, chairman at the recent session of the Idaho Legislature of the house 
committee on revenue and taxation, has volunteered to file this statement in 
my behalf: 

I favor the construction and operation of hydroelectric facilities in the stu- 
pendous Hells Canyon of the Snake River by private industry. 

I oppose the financing of such an undertaking by the Federal Government, and 
the construction and operation by any agency thereof. My reasons follow: 

1. As a matter of principle, I believe the Federal Government should concern 
itself with industrial projects of this type only when private United States 
business methods are inadequate. In this instance Idaho Power Co. is a well- 
qualified entrepreneur. 

2. The choice between a high dam and a series of low dams (say three in all) 
is determined in favor of the latter, in my opinion, by these factors: 

(a) It is elementary that the falling waters of the Snake River will 
generate the same amount of electrical energy whether dropping in 1 descent, 
or in a series of 3 stages. 

(6) One monumental dam (designed to be the greatest man-made struc- 
ture) will cost more than three times the alternative low dams. 

(c) This cost will come from the Federal taxpayers’ pocketbooks, and 
not from private means. 

(d) Private ownership means tax revenue of several kinds to the two 
States immediately concerned, and to several of the counties thereof and 
other subordinate municipal units: This is lost with Federal sponsorship. 

(e) Huge storage area behind a high dam in all likelihood will require 
more water than the upper Snake River Basin can provide in future years 
as irrigation demand increases. 

(f) The low dam plan provides for power generation several years ahead 
of high dam completion. 

3. More than 90 percent of the water available originates in Idaho and up- 
stream users (irrigated lands) must be protected over future generations. 

4. If tremendous storage is required by downstream conditions, then it can be 
obtained below the Hells Canyon site now in controversy, and the turbulent 
Salmon River embraced. The latter has no upstream irrigation requirements 
(and never will!). 

5. The Northwest power pool will be aided greatly by either plan, but Idaho 
Power Co. participation will assure greater share of the electrical energy for 
our State, which contributes the water. 

In my opinion the United States principle of private ownership, local tax 
revenues available, speed of construction, lesser construction costs and Idaho’s 
vested interest, all dictate a decision in favor of the three low dams. 


Respectfully submitted. 
Henry L. Day. 
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STATEMENT oF A. THOMAS DECKER, Lewiston’, IDAHO 





LewIsTon, IpaHo, April 4, 1955. 
To the Senate Committee on the Hells Canyon Bill: 

I favor the high dam federally constructed at Hells Canyon, because only 
public power will break the stranglehold of three industries on the economy 
and lives of the people of Idaho. Only a high dam at Hells Canyon will halt 
the exploitation of all Idaho by the lumber industry, the mining industry, and 
the private power company in general, and Idaho Power Co. in particular. 

The high dam at Hells Canyon would preserve for all time, for all of the 
people, one of America’s few remaining storage reservoirs. The high dam at 
Hells Canyon would bring other industries to Idaho, besides the three already 
mentioned, and thus bring into being a factor of competition into Idaho’s 
economy. 

Private power in Idaho can be likened unto a cancer—eating into the per- 
sonal actions and thoughts of every Idaho citizen. The folks in southern Idaho 
are afraid to make statements that are contrary to the best interests of those 
of Idaho Power Co. They are threatened with loss of jobs or loss of business. 
That situation is particularly evident in the southern part of the State, al- 
though there have been instances of similar thought-throttling here in northern 
Idaho. 

To break the bonds of the wealthy and influential few, Idaho must have more 
industry. Only cheap power can bring those industries, and only Hells Canyon 
high dam can bring cheap power, not only for Idaho but for the entire North- 
west. 

Therefore, members of the Senate committee on the Hells Canyon bill, I 
favor the construction of the high dam at Hells Canyon by the people of the 
United States. I sincerely urge passage of the bill now before Congress. 


A. THOMAS D&CKER. 


STATEMENT OF E. A. DEABOLD, KENDRICK, IDAHO 


KENDRICK GARAGE, 
Kendrick, Idaho, April 1, 1955. 
To Hells Canyon Dam Committee: 

We, here in Idaho like to think that we control the resources of our State, 
and to see the Federal Government step in and build with our tax money a tax- 
free dam for the generation of electricity in competition with privately owned, 
taxpaying companies certainly does not meet with my approval. 

Our Nation was built with free enterprise, let’s let the privately owned com- 
panies go ahead with the job and pay taxes that we of Idaho may have better 
schools, roads and public servants. I believe they can do the job and better. 

Very truly yours, 
E. A. DEABOLD. 


STATEMENT OF JOHN G. DILLON, PULLMAN, WASH. 


DILion ELeEctrI0, 
Pullman, Wash., April 1, 1955. 
Mr. E. B. Curtis, 
Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 
Dear Mr. Curtis: Our firm wishes to bring to your attention the fact that we 
are strongly opposed to any Government-built dams. 
Private enterprise can do the job quicker, equally well, and cheaper. 
Private enterprise pays taxes. 
Please consider the above two items before burdening the taxpayer with un- 
necessary nontaxable load. 
Sincerely, 
JoHN G. DILLON. 
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STATEMENT OF Guy DIssMORE, PULLMAN, WasH. 


DissMore’s Foop Mart, 
Pullman, Wash., April 2, 1955. 
fietits CANYON HEARING, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN: The decision of the Federal Power Commission should be the 
deciding factor as to the builders of the dam or dams in Hells Canyon and that 
this decision should not be held up any longer. Taxpaying private enterprise is 
ready to build these dams and I believe this should be one of the main deciding 
factors in making this decision. 

Respectfully yours, 
Guy DissMORE. 





STATEMENT OF DONALD C. DOWNEN, PULLMAN, WASH. 


DOWNEN INSURANCE AGENCY, 
Pullman, Wash., March 31, 1955. 
Mr. E. B. Curtis, 
Coordinator, Hells Canyon Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

Drar Mr. CurTIS: Without getting into the politics of the question, I will state 
that it has long been my opinion that Government has a right and an obligation 
to do those things that private enterprise cannot do because of size, financing, 
or other reason. 

However, in the case of Hells Canyon, the question seems to be entirely 
political. The job which Hells Canyon is designed to do can be done by the 
proposed five low.dams. And flood cotrol is not a factor, insofar as I under- 
stand it. 

Such being the case, it seems to me to be entirely without reason for the 
Government to spend our good tax money, of which we never seem to have 
enough for good uses, for such a project—thereby removing the property from 
tax rolls, and deny private enterprise from doing the five-dam job—without tax 
money, and keeping the property on the tax rolls at much higher value. 

I hope the above will be of help to you and your group in arriving at a final 
decision in this Hells Canyon matter. 

Yours truly, 
Donatp ©. DOWNEN. 


STATEMENT OF D. Hosart Doyle 


UNITED STATES SENATE RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE : 


We in this area, wish to see a high Federal dam built in Hells Canyon because 
it means lower power rates, which will induce more private industry to move into 
the State of Idaho. 

It also means a larger storage of water which in the future, due to the increase 
in population, there may be a shortage. 

Also the storage means flood control and navigation which means lower freight 
rates in this area. 

It will also increase the output of firm power on all downriver dams. 

We are looking forward to the day when this high Federal Hells Canyon Dam 
will be built. According to the Army engineers’ 308 Report and full river com- 
prehensive development can be realized on this one last large dam. 

Dorie D. Horarrt, 
State Highway Employee. 


STATEMENT OF FRANK DronG, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


CREDIT BUREAU OF LEWISTON-CLARKSTON AREA, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 


I strongly support the partnership plan for power development in the North- 
west and I oppose Federal activity which obstructs dam building by private 
companies. Therefore, I oppose construction at Hells Canyon by the Federal 
Government. 








1174 HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 


Through partnership we can obtain needed power, the kinds of dams best suited 
to our needs, and Pacific Northwest States will realize tax revenue from the dams. 
We need tax revenue for schools, roads, and many things. If we can have dams 
and tax revenue too, then it is not to our best interest to hold out for Federal 
construction with its delays, controls, and its tax-using, not tax-providing status. 

As I understand it, a Federal Hells Canyon Dam would cost about half a 
billion. In 50 years a private development would provide about that much in 


taxes. A Federal dam would cost the taxpayer too much. 
FRANK Drona. 


STATEMENT OF W. O. DRUFFEL, COLTON, WASH. 


Security State BANK, 
Colton, Wash., April 1, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN: This is to inform you that we are opposed to any construction of 
the Hells Canyon Dam if such is to be constructed by the Federal Government 
or any other governmental agency. 

We favor private industry for this purpose. 

Sincerely, 
W. O. DruFFeEL, Cashier. 


STATEMENT OF Ki. A. DUMAS, PULLMAN, WASH. 


PULLMAN, WASH., April 2, 1955. 
Mr. A. B. Curtis, 
Hells Canyon Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

DeAR Mr. Curtis: I am glad that I have this opportunity to express to you my 
opinion in regard to the various proposals for development of Snake River power. 

I feel that the proposal of private industry to bring the area the greatest 
amount of power, in the shortest time, and for the lowest cost has merit. I know 
that private capital can do this job without being subsidized by the Government. 

If development of river power by private interests has proved to be a benefit 
to the region served and if the rate charged is fair and commensurate with the 
services performed, then I fail to see why all rights for development should be 
reserved to the Federal Government. 

The business which I operate is a large consumer of power. We will be seri- 
ously crippled if adequate power is not available for our use at all times. I feel 
that the surest way to meet the great need for power expansion in the Northwest 
is to leave the job for private utilities that have proved their ability to fill the 
need. 

Very truly yours, 
KLEMGARD PEA PROCESSING Co., 
By E. A. Dumas, Partner. 


STATEMENT OF G. W. EIMERS, JR., GRANGEVILLE, IDAHO 


G. W. Ermers AGENCY, 
Grangeville, Idaho, March 31, 1955. 

I would like to go on record as opposing the high Hells Canyon Dam being 
considered by the Federal Government for a number of reasons. I do not like 
the idea of the Federal, or any, Government being in the power business when 
we have private interests that are ready and willing to do the job. I do not like 
to see our country on the road to socialism and going so fast. 

I strongly support the “partnership” plan for power development in the North- 
west because through that plan we can get the power we need and when we need 
it. Also through this plan all of our States will realize the tax revenues they are 
entitled to and need so much. I am opposed to adding to our already huge 
national debt to build a dam when private enterprise is willing and able to build 
a dam or dams that will do the job, and at the same time will pay taxes on their 
operations. 
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Public power advocates stress the point that the high dam is needed for flood 
control when in reality it is not needed at all for this purpose as it is a proven 
fact that the upper Snake River does not flood, but that the floodwaters came 
from the Salmon and the Clearwater Rivers, both of which enter the Snake below 
the site of the high dam. Therefore the high dam would not control the flooding 
of the lower Snake to any real degree. 

I strongly urge that we let the Federal Power Commission and their engineers 
settle the controversy between public and private power on this issue and get on 
with it. There is no doubt that we do need a dam or dams to produce power for 
this region and we need them soon. I believe that private enterprise can and 
will build adequate dams, and without Federal delaying and redtape will have 
the dams in operation when we need them. 


G. W. Ermers, Jr. 


STATEMENT OF ANDREW S. ELLER, CLARKSTON, WASH. 


CLARKSTON, WASH., April 3, 1955. 
HELLS CANYON HEARING, 
Lewis-Clark Hotel, Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN : I noticed in the paper that you would receive letters as state- 
ments in the high dam hearing. I then wish to state my opposition to the 
Government spending any more of the taxpayers’ money. 

I moved to north Idaho in 1893 and grew up in the West. I am in favor of 
free enterprise in the West only. My policy is to let the West alone and we will 
make out O. K. without all these Federal Government-owned dams. 

I say quit spending the Government’s money on these phony hearings—let the 
Idaho Power Co. build dams as they have in the past so they can continue to 
help us with this tremendous tax burden. 

Very truly yours, 
ANDREW S. ELLer. 


STATEMENT OF Mrs. SAM ELLer, CLARKSTON, WASH. 


CLARKSTON, WASH., April 3, 1955. 
Hetts Canyon Dam HEARINGS, 
Lewis-Clark Hotel, Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN: I wish to state my opposition to the Federal Government build- 
ing Hells Canyon Dam. If the West needs more power, for goodness sakes let 
the Idaho Power Co. build the dams. 

Don’t we already have enough taxes to pay without adding more to it by the 
Government’s continual spending when it isn’t necessary ? 

I am for free enterprise only and repeat, let Idaho Power Co. go ahead with 
their dams on the Snake River. 

Yours very truly, 
Mrs. SAM ELLER. 


STATEMENT OF DEAN B. Erwin, County JupGe, WALLOwWA County, OREG. 


APRIL 4, 1955. 


I am Dean B. Erwin, present county judge of Wallowa County, Oreg., former 
member of the Oregon State Legislature. 

At the beginning, I wish to state that I am representing a majority of the 
Wallowa County Court in my following statements. 

Approximately 50 percent of our county is owned by the Federal Government, 
and pays no direct property tax. This fact leaves no alternative but for the 
remaining 50 percent of the property to pay all costs of local government. Con- 
sidering the fact that the Snake River site for the proposed dam is an asset of 
Wallowa County, we believe that the county should obtain annual revenue in 
the form of property taxes as assessed against all other private property in the 
county, and inasmuch as there is no provision under the so-called high dam 
bill for this factor, we are in favor of the proposed three-dam system of the 
Idaho Power Co. 

Based on 1952 rates of assessment on private utilities in Oregon, the proposed 
Hells Canyon or down-river dam on Snake River, as proposed by the Idaho Power 
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Co., would pay over $225,000 per year property taxes to Wallowa County. Based 
on present rates, Federal, State, and local taxes on all three dams would amount 
to $9,750,000. 

We do not claim to be engineers or economists, but do know that ample testi- 
mony in this regard has gone before the Federal Power Commission in the matter 
if the single dam versus the multiple-dam plan. We are willing to abide by the 
Federal Power Commission’s ruling, but do ask that local property taxes be taken 
into consideration, whichever system is used. 

Our local tax situation is sorely distended, even as the Federal program. The 
State of Oregon is, at the present time, faced with the possibility of placing 
additional taxes on real property at the local level for State needs. With this 
in mind, we believe, under the present setup, that private enterprise is more 
desirable than a Federal plan. 





STATEMENT OF R. E. FAHRENWALD, Moscow, IDAHO 


FAHRENWALD Buick Co., 
Moscow, Idaho, April 1, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN: In your decision regarding authorizing a high Federal dam or 
dams built by private capital, please this time, consider the wishes of we tax- 
payers, and not just a select few. A few people may have a selfish reason for 
continuing the fight for a Federal dam against the better judgment of the 
Federal Power Commission and Congress, but we people who support Idaho have 
a bigger reason against it. We do not want any more tax-exempt property in 
Idaho. Let’s have private capital build the dams and relieve our tax problems. 

Sincerely yours, 
R. E. FAHRENWALD. 





STATEMENT OF P. C. FEDDERSEN, KELLOGG, IDAHO 


My name is P. C. Feddersen. I am general manager of Bunker Hill & Sullivan 
Mining & Concentrating Co. of Kellogg, Idaho. I speak for my company and as 
a private citizen and taxpayer. Regarding the controversy surrounding the 
proposed development of the Hells Canyon stretch of the Snake River I have con- 
sidered the issue from two aspects: 

(1) Privately constructed and operated dams versus public or Federal con- 
struction and operation regardless of the number of dams. 

(2) Three low dams as proposed by the Idaho Power Co. versus the one dam 
as proposed by the supporters of public power, hereinafter referred to as 
Federal dam. 

Under (1), I believe the dams constructed and operated as private industry 
are most beneficial to the people of the area and of the Nation since financing 
of construction is by private capital rather than by public funds. As a private 
enterprise it will be productive of substantial tax revenues annually as assessed 
by Federal, State, and local taxing units. In contrast, under a Federal enter- 
prise the equivalent tax revenue must come from the pockets of the individual 
taxpayers. The more Government engages in such enterprises the greater the 
increase in the public debt and the interest thereon. Who pays the debts and 
interest, I believe, is not a controversial subject. 

Furthermore, I believe it has been historically proven that the Government 
cannot operate an industry as economically as private industry, so let’s keep 
Government out of business except when and if private enterprise cannot cope 
with a situation without some Government help. 

Regarding (2), 3 low dams versus 1 high dam, the 3 low dams should get the 
nod for these reasons: 

(a) Three low dams will practically fully develop the Hells Canyon stretch 
of the Snake River at a far lower construction cost. 

(bd) While the high dam would produce a small amount more power than 
the low dams, the additional amount would be at a cost which is prohibitive 
and unjustifiable. 

(c) At least 1 unit of the low dam proposed development will be producing 
power 8 to 10 years sooner than would a high dam. 


. 
: 
; 
. 


Rn a et ee 


ela are 


Se 





' 


Nel ES aie 


OB 


SINT an Cor 


HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 1177 


The latter is of utmost importance to our company, as it is to all industry in 
the area served by the Northwest power pool. Our company uses over 300 million 
kilowatt-hours, with a peak demand of 42,000 kilowatt-hours, in mining and 
smelting operations. More aggressive and diversified operation, as now planned, 
will increase the requirements. 

Only too recently in 1952, because of a power shortage in the Northwest, we 
were required to curtail power consumption, which resulted in a loss in produc- 
tion of approximately 25 percent for some period of time. We are advised of 
the grave danger of another power shortage in the near future, which, if it 
occurs, Will result in curtailment of our mine and smelter, and most seriously, 
our electrolytic zinc plant. 

Several thousand people in the area are solely dependent on the continued 
operations of our mines and smelters for their livelihood. It is, therefore, in 
the best interest of these people, the community, and the company that the 
three low dams in Hells Canyon be built at the earliest possible moment so 
that additional power will be made available to the Northwest in a comparatively 
short time, as against the availability from a high dam. We, therefore, respect- 
fully urge that after serious and detailed study of the matter presented at the 
hearings, you give favorable consideration to the proposal of the construction 
of three low dams as planned by the Idaho Power Co. 


STATEMENT oF THOMAS W. FEENEY, LEwIsTon, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IDAHO, April 4, 1955. 


SENATE INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D. C. 


GENTLEMEN : I wish to add my voice to the many who oppose the high dam 
at Hells Canyon. 

I feel that this country will benefit by less Federal interference in projects 
which can be built with private capital. 

I further believe that the greatest number of citizens of the State of Idaho 
will benefit by private construction and ownership of the dams in Hells Canyon. 

Very truly yours, 
Tuomas W. FEENEY, 
Attorney at Law. 


STATEMENT OF JOSEPH M. Forp, Jr., LEWISTON, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IpAHO, April 1, 1955. 
UNITED STATES INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 


GENTLEMEN : I’m against Federal construction of a high dam at Hells Canyon 
because I believe recent efforts to obtain authorization is nothing but an attempt 
to block construction by a private company. 

If we were only trying to determine whether a Federal dam should be built 
at the site, there might be some justification for considering the spending about 
a half billion dollars for a high dam of controversial merit. That isn’t the case. 
This desperate third attempt to obtain Federal authorization for Hells Canyon 
is nothing more than a campaign to head off construction by a private company. 

Noisy advocates of a high dam appear to me to be bent upon nationalization 
of the power industry. To me that is socialism and I want no part of it. Why 
should we destroy private enterprise, which has worked so well for this country, 
and substitute socialism which has never worked. 

Let the Federal Government concern itself with helping local people build 
those dams which have multipurpose features. The Northwest isn’t asking 
big-government planners to force the rest of the country to give us their tax 
dollars. Why insist upon spending tax dollars when it is not necessary? 


JosePH M., Forp, Jr., 
Clarkston, Wash 
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STATEMENT OF FRED G. ForREST, PULLMAN, WASH. 


THE First NATIONAL BANK OF PULLMAN, 
Pullman, Wash., April 1, 1955. 


Mr. E. B. Curtis, 
Coordinator, Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, Lewiston, Idaho. 

Dear Mr. Curtis: It seems to me that the high dam in Hells Canyon should 
be opposed because of— 

1. Its excessive first cost. The estimated costs of this project vary all the 
way from $357 million (Olds and Strong) to $501 million (Secretary McKay). 
Secretary McKay’s figure is the latest and, no doubt, the most realistic. A half 
billion dollars is a lot of money for a project that has so many limitations. 

2. The excessive cost of operation. The interest charged alone on $501 million 
is over $15 million annually on a 3 pereent basis and, on page 182 of House 
Document 473, the estimated annual cost of replacements, operation, and main- 
tenance is given as $5,209,228. Under the most ideal condition of full head 
(565 feet), utilizing all of the 12 million acre-feet discharge, the ideally possible 
6.14 billion kilowatt hours per year would cost 314 mills. However, there are 
many years in which the river discharge is only 8 million acre-feet, and the 
reduction of head resulting from the proposed 289 feet of draw down of the 
lake level necessary to utilize the stored water, would mean that the cost per 
killowatt hour would rise to about 7 mills. Carrying this into the future when 
the estimated depletion of the river due to irrigation becomes a fact (p. 167, 
H. Doc. 473), the discharge will drop to 5 million acre-feet annually during the 
minimum years, and the unit cost of the energy generated will exceed 1 cent. 
Therefore, cheap power from the high dam at Hell’s Canyon is a myth and as 
the river depletion due to upstream irrigation increases, power from the project 
becomes increasingly expensive. 

There is one other cost factor that should be considered in this case—the loss 
of tax revenue that would otherwise be paid by the Idaho Power Co., if it were 
permitted to develop this power according to its proposals. This company has 
estimated a $3 million tax bill in real property tax alone on its proposed plants, 
lines, etc., plus Federal taxes. This would make the true cost of this high dam 
energy at least 15 percent above the costs given above. 

3. The excessive amount of time required to build the high dam. Estimates 
on the time required to build the high dam have varied from 6 to 10 years while 
the Idaho Power Co. can be producing much needed power in this stretch of the 
river within 3 years or less. This fact is important in the prosperous, fast- 
growing area of southern Idaho from the standpoint of adequate power supply, 
tax revenue, and local contro] and benefits. 

4. Downstream benefits of this high dam are of minor importance. Down- 
stream benefits in increased capacity of plants below this project have been 
variously estimated at from 200,000 kilowatts to 700,000 kilowatts. A look at 
the ultimate depletion flow curves of the river, and the certainty of other storage 
projects below Hells Canyon, makes it obvious that this downstream power bene- 
fit will practically disappear. 

The development of the lower Snake River below Lewiston by the currently 
authorized dams eliminates navigation benefits that have been claimed because 
of stack water channels. 

As far as flood control is concerned, the dams in existence, under construction, 
and proposed for the upper Snake, removed to a great extent any flood-control 
benefits that might be claimed. 

Irrigation below the Hells Canyon is relatively unimportant, and the alloca- 
tion of any part of the cost of the high dam to irrigation would be difficult to 
justify. 

The fact that the Army engineers do not recommend the high dam is strong 
evidence that the project is not justifiable. The Engineer Corps has spent a 
great deal of time and money on its studies of the Snake River as a tributary of 
the Columbia, and the results of these studies should be the most reliable source 
of information upon which this project should be judged. 

I have gone to considerable trouble in arriving at the foregoing conclusion, 
from sources that you will readily understand are reliable, and the statements 
that I made were on a basis of reducing cost, adding efficiency, and bringing 
income from taxes, which must, in my opinion, be the determining factor in 
this very important project. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Frep G. Forrest, President. 








ei Ga Rae. 


Shiite 


ay 


WERE CNR. 


is 





HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 1179 


STATEMENT oF J. J. Fox, LEwtston, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IDAHO, April 2, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEF, 
Hells Canyon Hearing. 


GENTLEMEN : It is difficult to understand why all the furor about building < 
high dam in Hells Canyon. This has twice been turned down by New Deal 
administrations several years ago. Testimony has been given on both sides to 
the Federal Power Commission over a period of more than a year. It is only 
proper that the FPC make a decision, which is their proper function. 

My opinion is that these hearings are primarily political and spend more of 
the taxpayers’ dollars without any possibility of generating additional kilo- 
watt-hours. 

Much of the public support for Hells Canyon comes from people who merely 
want additional power generation, but do not fully understand the feasibility 
of such a project. Many of these supporters have never heard of the prefer- 
ence clause and are not even aware of the fact that the Federal Government 
projects do not pay taxes. 

Idaho Power Co. is willing, ready, and able to build three dams which will 
assure our people in Idaho the power generated from these dams, instead of 
this power going to Oregon, California, and Washington. It will also pay taxes 
for the operation of city, county, and State government. 

The Federal Government should use its resources for constructive regulation 
and not in competition with private enterprise. 

Sincerely, 
J. J. Fox. 


STATEMENT OF FRANK FROST, OROFINO, IDAHO 


OROFINO, IDAHO, April 2, 1955. 
UNITED STATES SENATE INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

YENTLEMEN : I sincerely believe that the expenditure of approximately one-half 
billion dollars by the Federal Government for a high dam at Hells Canyon on 
the Snake River would be a very grave mistake and should be vigorously opposed 
for the following reasons: 

1. Private industry has now a proposal plan before the Federal Power Com- 
mission that by constructing three small dams they will develop nearly the same 
amount of power. 

2. The taxes from the Idaho Power Co. dams would benefit the State of Idaho 
by $3 million a year without increasing the tax burden on the people throughout 
the entire United States. 

3. The people in south Idaho will be protected and safeguarded by the State 
in the unrestricted use of water from the upper Snake River for irrigation 
purposes. 

4. Private industry can have the dams built in the next 5 or 6 years, and it 
is definitely agreed the Northwest will then be in need of much more power. 

5. This great country of ours has grown and prospered under the free-enter- 
prise system, so I certainly don’t think a few socialistic-minded people should 
endanger our future. 

Sincerely, 
FRANK F Rost. 





STATEMENT OF LAWRENCE L. GARDNER, COEUR D'ALENE, IDAHO 


GARDNER Suppery Co., 
Coeur @ Alene, Idaho, April 4, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN : I have asked for the privilege of testifying before this committee 
because I feel it is far more than just a committee to hear testimony of those per- 
sons who are for or against a high dam in the Hells Canyon in the Snake River. 
In its own way, this committee is attempting to put private enterprise on trial. 
They are saying, as evidenced by the fact that these hearings are being held, 
that the private power company which has offered to build dams in the canyon 








1180 HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 


is incapable of doing the job. If we are to allow this contention to stand it could 
well mean the death of private power in the Pacific Northwest and eventually 
all over America. The next step would be a logical one. If private power is 
incapable of doing a job, then it follows that General Motors is incapable of 
building automobiles, Firestone is incapable of making tires, Du Pont is incapable 
of manufacturing chemicals, and every facet of private enterprise is failing to 
serve the best interests of the people, therefore, say the public-ownership ad- 
vocates, Government should do these things. 

Now, I have no quarrel with our Government, we have the most wonderful 
Government in the world. It must be the most wonderful because our people 
have so much more than do the people of any other nation on earth. We have 
more freedom, more liberty, more rights as citizens than do the people of any 
other nation. We must not lose those rights. 

I am opposed to Government doing those things in the Pacific Northwest, and 
in any other part of the Nation, which the people are capable and willing to do 
themselves. When private enterprise is willing to do a job, and I specifically 
refer to Hells Canyon Dam, then the Government should not place itself in the 
role of a competitor. 

It is my belief that private capital should be allowed to do those things it is 
both willing and able to do, Let us use our tax dollars where they are needed, 
where the job is too big, or where the benefits are of such nature that only Govern- 
ment funds can logically be expected to do the job. With both private enterprise 
and the Federal Government teaming up to develop the resources of our area, 
we will get more jobs done and we as well as the whole Nation will benefit. We 
need power—-why fight over one dam when there are many more that need to 
be built. Why shouldn’t the Government concentrate on Libby Dam, or some 
of the many other dams that we need in our area for water storage, navigation, or 
flood control rather than to hold up progress for years by squabbling over this 
one site. 

Too much government is bad for everyone, for the businessman, for the white- 
collar worker, for the farmer, and for the laborer or union member. It is not 
necessary for us to assume this is true when there is so much proof all around 
us. Many nations have tried, or are in the process of trying, socialism. Can 
you point to one of them that has made a success of the plan? Railway employees 
in England negotiated for 2 years for a wage increase. English railroads are 
nationalized ; the Government owns and operates them. These railway employees 
could not strike to enforce their demands; not against the Government. All they 
could do was negotiate and hope that somehow their problem would be recognized 
and they would get the increase they deserved. They got it all right. After 2 
years of talking, their engineers, highest paid of all the railroad employees, 
got an increase—from $25.50 per week to $26 per week. How many of our 
engineers would work for 48 hours for $26? If that is the reward that awaits 
us if we allow government to run all business, I don’t think the people of Idaho 
want anything to do with it, nor do the people of any other part of the United 
States. 

I am against monopoly. I am against monoply in private industry and I am 
against it in government. I am more concerned about monopoly in govern- 
ment because we can do something about monopoly by private industry but we 
can do nothing about monopoly by government. We will have something to say 
about a privately built dam in Hells Canyon. We can control it through our 
State public utlities commission. We can control it through the Federal Power 
Commission in Washington, D. C. I don’t know how we could control govern- 
ment. 

I have talked to thousands of people in Idaho, particularly when I was a can- 
didate for Governor of this State. I am absolutely convinced that the great 
majority of its citizens do not want a Federal dam in Hells Canyon. These 
people want a dam in the canyon that will not only supply the power we need 
but will also pay taxes to help build our schools and to help defray the expenses 
of government—State government. They want to have some voice in the con- 
trol of the State’s resources, and water is one of the greatest resources this 
State has. The Federal Government now owns approximately 65 percent of 
Idaho’s total land area, 

In conclusion, let me repeat again. Call it what you will, we must realize 
that private enterprise is on trial here today. If we are going to question 
the merits of our private enterprise sysem, then we should insert into the 
records of this hearing the accomplishments of such men as Abraham Lincoln, 
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Thomas Jefferson, Patrick Henry, Eli Whitney, Henry Ford, George Washington 
Carver, Thomas Hdison, James J. Hill, and men who right now are busy invent- 
ing and devising machines and methods of doing things that will make our every- 
day lives better, who will make it possible for us to live longer; men inventing 
machines that will give us more time to enjoy the good things in life. 

Who in this room is qualified to speak for these men? Who is there in this 
room that does not owe a great deal to these men? Are we to assume that all 
of these men were attempting to enslave the free people of this Nation merely 
because they accomplished the things they did under a system that did not make 
it a crime for a man to earn a dollar if he has the intelligence to do so? 

Our pioneers, whose efforts made this Nation the great one it is, are not here 
to speak for themselves today, but we owe it to them to remember their accom- 
plishments, when we put private enterprise on trial. 

Sincerely, 
LAWRENCE L. GARDNER. 


STATEMENT OF Guy L. GEAUDREAU, BLANCHARD, IDAHO 


To Whom It May Concern: 


Having resided in Idaho 38 years, sawmilling, farming, and stockraising in 
Bonner County, and being a taxpayer, I am opposed to the Hells Canyon high dam 
on the basis of the comparison of the Government (Albeni Falls) and the private 
(Cabinet Gorge) dams in Bonner County, both of which cost about the same to 
construct. 

The Government dam, with reservoir of 125 miles of lake shore and 30 miles of 
river, has taken off over $200,000 in county valuation. Of this amount the 
Government has not and may never reimburse the county. On the other hand, 
the private dam with its reservoir in Montana, pays a tax to both Montana 
and Idaho, from county alone collected $413,640.20 in taxes in 1954 from the 
privately owned Cabinet George Dam. By comparison, it appears that the tax 
situation is in opposition to Government dams, unless vitally necessary. 

Infringement by the Federal Government on State’s rights should be tolerated 
only when the good overbalances the bad. The harm done the agricultural in- 
dustries and conservation certainly will not make up the difference. Private 
companies are willing to put in dams as time and necessity demand. There are 
ample dam sites which private companies will and can develop in this great 
Northwest if the Federal Government and politicians do not usurp their right to 
do so. 

The great future of our country should be handled with foresight so that 
our children and our children’s children may live free and not be so tax bur- 
dened they become political slaves. 

Therefore, many men become statesmen, work for the good of all and keep 
our Government out of the power business, except where vitally necessary, or 
when it is impossible or impractical for private enterprise to operate. 


Guy L. GEAUDREAU. 





STATEMENT OF NeEp F. Grster, Koosx1A, IpaAno 


SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 


GENTLEMEN: I am opposed to the high dam at Hells Canyon because I 
believe the evidence shows there is not water available in the Snake at that 
location to utilize fully such a structure. We need full river development now. 
The partnership’s legislation should be passed to make construction possible 
on the vital smaller projects in the Middle Snake Basin. This need is urgent 
now. Especially all the Army engineers evidence shows that the Clearwater 
River fluctuates more than any of the other streams in this basin. 

Yours truly, 


Nep F. Grerer. 
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STATEMENT OF Mrs. Errte GILBERT, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


To the Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, United States Senate, Lewiston, 
Idaho, Hearings: " 
Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen, I, Mrs. Effie Gilbert, was born and raised 3 

5 





at Gifford, Idaho. In 1982, with our family, we moved to Lenore, Idaho, to 
farm. I have had the opportunity to use power from the REA and the Washing- 
ton Water Power. Also, many years without any power at all. 

Before we were fortunate enough to have public power, the Washington 
Water Power Co. lines ran only a short distance from our school and the district 
tried to get power from them but they refused. Had it not been for the REA 
the rural people of today would not have the lights and power for shops and 
conveniences. Had not the fight for Coulee Dam been gained, the rural electrifi- 
cation would never have been available. 

If Hells Canyon Dam is not built, our territory and adjoining communities 
will not have a chance for any industrial advancement. We in Idaho have two 
important minerals to be used but cannot, for lack of power. The phosphate 
deposit in southern Idaho is badly needed not only here but elsewhere. We 
have, perhaps, the largest deposit of bauxite clay in the United States and devel- 
opment of the same has not been made because of insufficient low cost power. 
For these same reasons Washington is about to lose their aluminum plants. 

I do not believe that Hells Canyon Dam will hinder the building of the dam 
at Bruce’s Eddy for it is also needed for flood control. 

As President of the Nez Perce County Democratic Women’s Organization, we 
have worked for the Hells Canyon Dam and will continue to do so. 


Mrs. Errie GIBerr. 
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STATEMENT OF E. S. GoopNow, CLARKSTON, WASH. 










Roenstap & Goopnow, 
Clarkston, Wash., April 1, 1955. 






SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Hells Canyon Hearing, Lewiston, Idaho. 


This letter is for the purpose of protesting the construction of a high dam to 
be built by the Government at the Hells Canyon dam site. 

I certainly wouldn’t want the Government to take over my business or even 
to control it and I feel that this situation is exactly parallel. 

It seems rather illogical to wait for years on a strictly problematical possi- 
bility when private industry stands ready to begin immediately. 

If money must be spent it should be spent for multipurpose operations and 
not for power. 

I believe the taxpayers are heavily burdened now and I see no reason why 
taxpayers throughout the country should share the load that private power can 
and will finance, thus creating no additional load in taxes. 

Yours very sincerely, 


















E. S. Goopnow. 







STATEMENT oF W. E. Gorrie, TeKoa, WASH. 










THe RExALL Drea, 
Tekoa, Wash., Mareh 31, 1955. 






CHAIRMAN, HELLS CANYON HEARING, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 


Dear Sir: The claim of public power interests has been that private capital 
was not able to build large power projects, hence Government had to doit. This 
ras, no doubt, true in some cases, such as Coulee Dam. This argument does not 
hold for the Hells Canyon high dam. Private capital is prepared to furnish power 
at an earlier date from dams costing much less, hence actual cost per kilowatt. 
The whole controversy seems as simple as this to the ordinary taxpayer. 

Why should the Government spend vast sums of money when not necessary, 
thereby adding to our already heavy tax load, when private industry is willing 
to do the job quicker and cheaper, and build a taxable setup instead of one that 
is Government subsidized, practically tax free? Let Government do only the 
things private industry is unable to do. 
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I think this is the opinion of most of the people in this area, at least those who 
have given this controversy any thought. 
Sincerely, 
W. EB. Gorrie. 


STATEMENT OF R. H. Goss, TeKoA, WASH. 


Fonk’s 5 CENTS AND $1 Srores, 
Tekoa, Wash., March 31, 1955. 
CHAIRMAN, HELLS CANYON HEARING, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

Dear Sir: It is of personal interest to every taxpayer that the Hells Canyon 
Dam project should not be undertaken by the Federal Government. Since pri- 
vate industry does want to invest its money, as the Idaho Power Co. does, in the 
three proposed smaller dams, why should the United States Government even 
consider such a project? I have analyzed these propositions conscientiously and 
ean see no feasible reason for Federal construction, since the Idaho Power Co, 
is capable and willing to carry on the program. 

Sincerely, 
R. H. Goss. 


STATEMENT oF A. C. Grams, CoLTon, WASH. 


Corton, WasuH., April 2, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D.C. 

GENTLEMEN : I am opposed to Hells Canyon Dam; this dam will be built with 
taxpayers’ money. 

Private enterprises can build three low dams as cheap as the Government can 
one high dam, no cost to the taxpayer. These private dams will go on the tax 
roll, thus save the taxpayer. 

Respectfully yours, 
CoLTon FLour MILLs WAREHOUSE, 
Apert C. Grams, Manager. 


STATEMENT OF Mrs. Rosert F. Greene, Moscow, IDAHO 


COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate, Lewiston, Idcho. 


Dear Sir: I wish to express my conviction that the locally owned and operated 
utility companies serve this area to the best interests of the people. The per- 
sonnel has always been competent and well trained. The service is excellent 
and inexpensive. These companies bear their share of the tax burden of the 
area in which they operate. 

I feel that public power could not serve an area as satisfactorily as the com- 
panies already established and operating. 

Sincerely, 
MarJoriIg M. GREENE, 





STATEMENT OF Kester B. Grimes, Mayor, PULLMAN, WASH. 


THE City oF PULLMAN, WAsH., April 2, 1955, 
Mr, A. B. Curtis, 
Coordinator, Hells Canyon Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

Dear Mr. Curtis: For quite some time I have been interested in the private 
enterprise-public power debate on the damming of Snake River in Hells Canyon. 

Private enterprise has demonstrated its willingness and financial ability to 
construct three dams that will generate more power at less cost than the Gov- 
ernment can do with one high dam. This is natural because private industry. 
always operates more efficiently and economically than the Government. I would 
prefer to have the Government reap a tax income from efficient private power- 
plans than to be taxed for an expensive public powerplant. 


62506—55—A——-17 
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My feelings go much deeper than that. I firmly believe our country has become 
great because our economy is built on private enterprise. Government should 
step aside whenever private industry can do as good or better job. Thereby we 
avoid the socialistic state that has ruined great nations, 

Sincerely yours, 
KeEsTER B. GRIMEs, Mayor. 


STATEMENT OF ALBERT GRUBER, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IpaHo, April 1, 1955. 
COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS. 


GENTLEMEN: I am a registered professional electrical engineer in both Idaho 
and Washington and am an employee of a private power company serving cus- 
tomers in northern Idaho. 

I am opposed to any further delays in the construction of power dams on the 
Snake River by the continued wrangle about the high dam which has been 
rejected by two previous Congresses ; both dominated by New Dealers and other 
types of Democrats. 

All agencies, including BPA and other Government groups, admit to a power 
shortage at this very moment (75 percent reduction in interruptable power) in 
the Northwest power pool with a bleak prospect for the future unless more 
power generation is made available within a very few years. 

Let’s forget the politics of Hells Canyon and let the FPC decide what should 
be done for the best interest of all concerned from the real data that has been 
submitted for their consideration. 

Very truly yours, 
ALBERT GRUBER. 


STATEMENT OF DELBERT C. GUNVALDSON, FIELD REPRESENTATIVE, INTERNATIONAL 
WoopworKERS OF AMERICA, COEUR D’ALENE, IDAHO 


My name is Delbert C. Gunvaldson. I am a field representative for the Inter- 
national Woodworkers of America. I[ make my home at 1018 Wallace Avenue, 
Coeur d’Alene, Idaho. The particular area I work in covers all of northern 
Idaho and parts of western Montana and eastern Washington. 

The people that I work with and for, are wage earners who are engaged in the 
production of logs and lumber from the forests of the area. These woodwork- 
ers Overwhelmingly support the full utilization of our last great natural re- 
source of the area. Namely, the rivers and streams of the Pacific Northwest. 
In meeting and dealing with the loggers and sawmill workers, it is readily ap- 
parent that they are sagacious in their logic as their means of livelihood is 
derived from another great resource, our forests, where in the beginning, little 
or no planned utilization was thought or heard of. 

A very large number of these folks came into the Pacific Northwest and the 
inland empire around the turn of the century to make their homes and raise their 
families. This was made possible through employment in the logging and lum- 
bering industry. Today, second and third generations of these original wood- 
workers are also finding employment in the mills and forests of this area. But 
for how long? 

Woodworkers well recognize that the logging and lumbering industry, as we 
know it today, is rapidly becoming a sick industry and that it very well may be 
bistory in the not too distant future. From the employment of job availability 
standpoint, this sickness has been partially brought about by automation, new 
methods and machines which have been developed for logging and milling the 
yield of our forests. However, and in the main, the lack of long-range planning 
for the full utilization of our forests in the beginning, and today’s annual har- 
vest of the merchantable trees from the forests in bringing about a rapid de- 
pletion of this natural resource. This sickness is forcing many wage earners 
to leave the industry each year. 

These people, in order to maintain their individual economy as wage earners 
and to preserve the general economy of the area, must now look for employ- 
ment in neighboring industry or to the factories and jobs that new industry could 
create. The future of these people will be determined by the availability of 
employment whether it be in existing neighboring industry, development of 
new industry through available and cheap hydroelectric power, or upon economic 
farm units created on lands that are now arid because of lack of water. 
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Without a doubt, the vast majority of loggers and sawmill workers of this 
area support and actively endorse the early construction of the multiple-pur- 
pose high Government dam in the Hells Canyon of the Snake River, 


STATEMENT OF RONALD F.. GusTIN, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IDAHO, April 2, 1955, 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 

GENTLEMEN: I firmly believe that hearings should be confined to who is best 
able to do the job the cheapest and the quickest. Also to be considered in revenue 
from taxable properties. All of our States are searching for additional income 
for governmental expenses. Private capital will produce the desired results 
stated above. I am not in favor of the Government doing anything that can be 
done by private capital. 

Very truly yours, 
RONALD F.. GUSTIN. 





STATEMENT or S. C. Happock, Moscow, IpaHo 


Happock & LAUGHLIN, 
Moscow, Idaho, April 2, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN: It is my understanding that the general practice has been for 
the Government to build dams only for multipurpose use, or when private capital 
was unable to do the job. In the case of the Hells Canyon Dam, private capital 
has already applied for a license to build dams that will develop the Snake 
River. Let’s let them do the job and save not only tax moneys, but create new 
wealth that will share in the tax burden. 

Yours truly, 
8S. C. Happock. 


STATEMENT OF GEORGE HALEY, GRANGEVILLE, IDAHO 


GRANGEVILLE PLUMBING & HEATING Co., 
Grangeville, Idaho, March 81, 1955. 


SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN : Hells Canyon controversies should be completely squelched unless 
we are ready to endorse socialism all along the line. 

The threat of public construction of dams should be completely withdrawn 
from the Federal Government whenever private capital is ready and willing 
to construct needed facilities, either in whole or in partnership. 

That condition has now been met in Idaho and the sooner the Pacific Northwest 
Power Co., and the Idaho Power Co., are given the go-ahead for the construction 
of their proposed Snake River dams the better. 

Yours Very truly, 
GEORGE HALEY. 


STATEMENT OF M. ©, Hoxiipay, JULIAETTA, IDAHO 


I-am opposed to construction of a high dam at Hells Canyon by the Federal 
xovernment for the following reasons: 

The flow of the Snake River at this point is not sufficient to provide enough 
firm power to repay construction costs and interest, so bulk of cost will fall on 
the taxpayers. 

Increased development of farmlands in southern Idaho will further decrease 
the flow during summer months, And this orderly farm development should 
not be jeopardized in any way. 

Private capital can and will develop all the firm power that exists, without 
putting a burden on taxpayers; also private capital will pay taxes on their 
operation. 
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Any operation of powerplants and distribution of power by the Federal Gov- 
ernment—by PUD’s or other cooperative concerns is much more costly and much 
less efficient than that by private companies. 


STATEMENT OF ELVON HAMPTON, GENESEE, IDAHO 


Mr. Chairman, members of the Interior subcommittee, Senators, and Members 
of the House; I am Elvon Hampton, a farmer in Genesee, Idaho. 

It is a pleasure to appear before you today to submit my views on a Federal 
high dam versus three smaller dams built by a private power company. 

It seems to me the question uppermost in our minds in this problem is how much 
will it cost to fry our hamburgers, using Federal power or private power? These 
are my points: 

(a) Private enterprise has operated more efficiently than Federal projects. 

(b) Construction costs have been lower per kilowatt in private construction 
than in Federal dam building. 

(c) The control of Federal projects is by politics and politicians are not thrifty 
with the people’s money. 

(d) We need the tax sources that will be realized through private construc- 
tion. 

(e) We need a gradual growth to make electrical power available when 
needed, not an all-out program. 

(f) Where will the money come from to build a Federal dam? 

Section 5, Senate bill 1333, states, “there are hereby authorized to be appropri- 
ated out of moneys not otherwise appropriated such sums as may be required to 
carry out the purpose of this Act.” 

The Federal budget is now out of balance and we are spending more than is 
being taken into the Treasury, yet our Congressmen voting for a reduction of 
taxes. How can Congress conscientiously vote for increased expenditures unless 
for pure political reasons? 

Summary—I feel private enterprise should provide power where they are able 
and willing to furnish it. We get more from our dollar when private enterprise 
does the job than we do from Federal dollars, 


STATEMENT OF W. L. HARLON 


UNITED STATES SENATE RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE: 


We in this area, wish to see a high Federal dam built in Hells Canyon because 
it means lower power rates, which will induce more private industry to move 
into the State of Idaho. 

It also means a larger storage of water which in the future, due to the increase 
in population, there may be a shortage. 

Also the storage means flood control and navigation which means lower freight 
rates in this area. 

It will also increase the output of firm power on all downriver dams. 

We are looking forward to the day when this high Federal Hells Canyon Dam 
will be built. According to the Army engineers 308 report full river com- 
prehensive development can be realized on this one last large dam. 


STATEMENT OF EUGENE L. HARMS, PULLMAN, WASH. 


PULLMAN, WASH., April 1, 1955. 
Hetis CANYON HEARING COMMITTEE. 

GENTLEMEN: I am a farmer on a diversified farm in Whitman County. I am 
interested in the development of power from our natural resources in the most 
economical and efficient manner. 

Hells Canyon seems to me to be one of the important sites for immediate de- 
velopment and I would like to see it developed by whatever method that can do 
it the most efficiently and in the shortest time. 

Since the Federal Power Commission has made a lengthy study of this project 
and has all the scientific and technical knowledge regarding it I would like to 
see whatever recommendations they have made or may make followed. 

Very truly yours, 
EvGene L. Harms. 
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STATEMENT OF LE Roy VY. HArgris, GENESEE, IDAHO 


Texaco-GENESEE SERVICE STATION, 
Genesee, Idaho, March 80, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE. 

Dear Sirs: I have been in business the past 27 years. My stand on the Hells 
Canyon question is this: I am not in favor of any Government-controlled enter- 
prise that so easily can be used as a monopoly. Consideration of costs, private 
and Government, are greatly involved also. 

Thanking you for your consideration. 

Yours truly, 
Le Roy V. Harris. 


STATEMENT or P. J. HARTNETT, NEZPERCE, IDAHO 


NEzPERCE, IDAHO, April 3, 1955. 
To Whom It May Concern: 

I firmly believe that a Federal financed multipurpose dam should be built in 
Hells Canyon to complete an important phase of the coordinated development 
of the Snake and Columbia Rivers flood, navigation, and power system. I 
believe the natural resources of the Nation should be conserved and developed 
in the interest of all the people, including future generations as well as the 
present population. 

Our great natural resources, the rivers, the forests, mineral, and oil supplies 
should be retained in trust by the National Government and developed, and 
developed as need arises and not exploited in the interest of selfish people, who 
have control of our present monetary system. There is plenty of opportunity 
for private capital to invest and operate single-purpose projects. 

These multipurpose projects are a capital investment by the Federal Govern- 
ment and not a tax-consuming program as pictured by the selfish interests. 

Sincerely, 
P. J. HARTNETT, 
(A citizen of Lewis County, Idaho.) 





STATEMENT OF W. F. Haupt, Co_Tton, WASH. 


CoLton, WASH., April 1, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE. 

GENTLEMEN : I am opposed to Hells Canyon Dam for the following reasons: 

If private capital builds the dams on the upper Snake River they will put up 
the money to build them but if the Government builds Hells Canyon Dam the 
taxpayer will have to foot the bill. 

Hells Canyon Dam will cost many millions of dollars more—of course it will 
be something to boast about as being one of the highest dams in the world—and 
it perhaps will put out some more power than several small dams but this will 
not compensate for the much longer time it will take to build the high dam. 

We need power as soon as possible and the smaller dams will be built years 
earlier to bring new industry into this country. Not only that the private 
companies will start paying taxes as soon as the dams are built while the 
Government-built Hells Canyon will have to be paid out of taxes collected from 
some other source. 

Private enterprise does a more efficient job of running a business ; furthermore 
Government is getting into too much business and it is high time people stand 
on their own legs or they will have no legs to stand on. 

Yours truly, 
W. F. Haver. 





STATEMENT OF Cart L. Harris, Lewiston, IpAHo 


Bast Enp TRADING Co., 
Lewiston, Idaho, April 4, 1955.. 
INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D. C. 


GENTLEMEN: £-would like to go on-record as being in opposition to the pro- 
posed Federal high dam at Hells Canyon. It is my belief that private enter- 
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prise would be able to construct the three low dams at this site and to supply 
the needed power in a far shorter time than could be accomplished by Federal 
agencies. I further believe that the State of Idaho would benefit greatly from 
taxes realized from the three low dams; also I have always believed that the 
free enterprise system will show greater benefit to the people of this country. 
Cari L. Harris. 


STATEMENT OF GLEN Hays, Lewiston, IDAHO 


Lewiston, IpaHo, April 1, 1955. 
Subject: Hells Canyon Dam. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 

GENTLEMEN: Two administrations have failed to authorize construction of 
Hells Canyon Dam. 

In the meantime we need power. We have a company in Idaho that is will- 
ing to build a power dam in Hells Canyon. We have been told that the Fed- 
eral Power Commission will study the private company’s proposal and will de- 
cide if it will serve the best interests of the people of Idaho. They have mil- 
lions of words of testimony from people who were qualified to talk about power 
dams. Let’s let them make a decision. 

A power dam being built by Idaho Power Co. will be helping to avert a power 
shortage. Long hearings in Washington, D. C., or here in the Northwest, will 
do nothing. 

Sincerely yours, 
GLEN Hays. 


STATEMENT OF SENATOR Howarp D. HECHTNER, Nez Perce County, IDAHO 


STATE OF IDAHO, STATE SENATE, 
Lapwai, Idaho, April 4, 1955. 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

My name is Howard D. Hechtner. My place of residence is Lapwai, Idaho, 
in the county of Nez Perce, wherein I own and operate my own farms. 

For the last 12 years with the exception of 1951 and 1952 I have represented 
the people of Nez Perce County in the legislature, either in the house of rep- 
resentatives or in the senate. During this period it was necessary for me to vote 
on isues hundreds of times in which the welfare of our people was paramount. 
In other words I had to know what our people wanted in order to work and 
vote for their best interests. 

The building of dams in Hells Canyon is, and has been, one of the most 
common topics of conversation among the people residing in this area. Most 
of the people know the facts concerning costs and benefits. Over the years, I 
have formed an opinion, that the great majority of the people in Nez Perce 
County sincerely and earnestly want the high multipurpose dam in preference 
to the three smaller ones. 

Respectfully submitted. 


Howarp D. HEcHTNER, 
State Senator, Nez Perce County, Idaho. 


STATEMENT OF Ropert P. Heauar, St. JoHN, Wasa. 


HeeiarR & MULKEY, 
St. John, Wash., April 1, 1955. 
Mr. BE. B. CurtTIs, 
Coordinator, Hells Canyon Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 
Dear Str: I wish to say that we are strongly in favor of Hells Canyon being 
developed by taxpaying private power companies. 
Yours very truly, 
RoseErt P. Heear. 
Ray HEGLAR. 
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STATEMENT oF BH. W. HELD, PuttLMAN, WAsH. 


HEwp’s Auto ELEctrRICc, 
Pullman, Wash., April 1, 1955. 
Mr. A. B. CUTRIS, 
Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

Dear Mr. Curtis: The majority of American people, like myself, believe that 
all business should be owned and operated by private capital. Public utilities 
can be regulated by the Federal Government in such cases where necessary. 

In reference to the development of Hells Canyon, please be advised that I am 
in favor of private capital (Idaho Power Co.) constructing the dams that they 
see fit to produce all the power needed at a much lower construction cost, which 
naturally lowers the cost of producing power and at no cost to the taxpayers 
of the Nation. At the present time there is plenty of private capital looking 
for investments of this type. 

Billions of kilowatt-hours would be produced and used before the Federal 
high dam could be completed, and millions of dollars in taxes would be paid in for 
the use of the Government if Idaho Power were given the green light without 
further delay. 

It is now time that we stop socialistic-minded individuals and politicians 
from recommending that we spend our money for Government-financed dams 
when private enterprise can do the job faster, cheaper, better, and more 
efficiently. 

Sincerely, 
EB. W. HE Lp. 


STATEMENT OF ARTHUR A. HENRY, PULLMAN, WASH. 


HENRY’s RICHFIELD SERVICE, 
Puliman, Wash., April 1, 1955. 
Mr. E. B. CurtTIs, 
Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

DeAr Mr. Curtis: The country was built on private enterprise. Why not let 
the Federal Power Commission’s decision to allow the Idaho Power Co. to build 
dams on the Snake River carry on this good work? 

It will also save the taxpayers considerable money. 

Sincerely, 
ArTHUR A. HENRY. 


STATEMENT oF W. M. HERMAN, GENESEE, IDAHO 


GENESEE, IpAHO, March 30, 1955. 
The SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE. 
DEAR Sirs: I am not in favor of the Government building the high dam on the 
Snake River in Hells Canyon, but am in favor of the three low dams to be built 
by private enterprise. 


Yours respectfully, 
W. H. HERMAN 


(In business here for over 50 years). 


STATEMENT OF LESLIE HERNDON, CULDESAC, IDAHO 


Aprit 4, 1955. 
Subject : Hells Canyon Dam of the Snake River in Idaho. 
To: The Congressional Interior Affairs Committee. 


I am Leslie Herndon. I reside in the county of Nez Perce, State of Idaho, near 
Culdesaec. For the past 30 years, I have owned and operated a large grain and 
stock ranch. 

I am in favor of the Federal Government constructing a dam at Hells Canyon 
for the following reasons: 

(a) I believe that only the Federal Government is capable of developing = 
site as I feel it should be done. 
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(b) I also believe that we, the people of Idaho, need this gigantic source of 
power to attract more and bigger industry to our locality. This area is the only 
great potential so such power left in these the Unitd States and proper develop- 
ment of this potential is one of the greatest things both for reclamation and 
economy that we could ever hope for in Idaho. 

(c) I also believe that in the years to come, the availability of power may well 
decide the future of our existence. 

(d) I believe that only the Government would develop all of the resources in 
a multipurpose dam. 

LESLIE HERNDON, 
Culdesac, Idaho. 


STATEMENT OF MAvRICE BE. Hiccins, PULLMAN, WASH. 


HIGGINS FURNITURE, 
Pullman, Wash., March 31, 1955. 
HeEtits CANYON DAM HEARING, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN: I am strongly in favor of the “partnership” plan for power de- 
velopment in the Northwest. Through partnership we can get the power we need 
as we need it with the type of dam that will best serve the area. The Pacific 
Northwest States will realize tax revenue from the dams. No one will question 
all of our States need tax revenues from these dams and the taxes through part- 
nership. Why hold out for Federal construction with its delays, controls, and 
nontaxable status? 

Sincerely, 
Mavrice BE. Hiacrns. 


STATEMENT OF MAx HINRICHS, PULLMAN, WASH. 


Makxc# 31, 1955. 
Snake River HEARING COMMITTEE. 

GENTLEMEN : I am writing this as a farmer vitally interested in the welfare of 
the Pacific Northwest and the Snake River drainage. 

I am willing to leave the final decision as to what dams should be built to the 
Federal Power Commission, but from all information that I have studied since this 
has become a controversial issue, I have as landowner made some observations. 

From all studies Hells Canyon Dam will not be a factor in flood control. If 
flood control is of primary importance then the dam should be placed below 
Lewiston on the Snake River. This would control all the Snake River drainage. 
Since the above is not feasible or probably has been bypassed, then I believe the 
following is the next solution. 

The writer believes a series of power dams is the easiest and most practical 
answer. The low dams would be much less costly, whether built by private power 
or the Federal Government, and would be much more practical. 

I honestly believe that private power can do the job and if they are willing they 
should be encouraged to do so. 

Private power will use public funds as capital, but it will not be tax money from 
the Federal Treasury. Private power will also place property on the tax rolls 
which will also benefit the entire area. 

Private power has proven that they can do the job in a very creditable manner 
and should be encouraged to do so. 

Flood control and irrigation should be Government projects; from these comes 
power as a byproduct. Since neither of these are of primary importance, I would 
suggest giving private power the authority to proceed. 

Yours truly, 
Max HInriIcus. 


STATEMENT OF JOHN B. HircuHcock, Rosatia, WAsH. 


Rosaria, WASH., April 1, 1955. 
The CHAIRMAN, HELLS CANYON HEARING, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 
Dear Str: If private industry can provide power and irrigation facilities which 
will produce the amount and coverage indicated as essential in the proposed 
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Hells Canyon Dam project may I urge that every consideration be given to 
private power interests. 

As a school superintendent and as president of our county educational associa- 
tion, may I express the opinion of my colleagues that private enterprise is still 
the backbone of our Nation. Private ownership shares much of our tax burden 
and would eliminate to some degree the necessity for many future Federal 
grants-in-aid. 

Respectfully yours, 
JOHN B,. HitcHcock, 
Superintendent, Rosalia Consolidated Schools. 





STATEMENT OF T, F, HorrMan, Moscow, Ipano 


Moscow, Ipano, April 1, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN : I believe the Idaho Power Co. should be authorized to construct 
several small dams on the Snake River. This is in opposition to the proposed 
Hells Canyon Dam. 

Very truly yours, 
T. F. HorrMan. 


——_—_—_ 


STATEMENT OF C. J. Hopkins, SECRETARY OF PorLATcH Forests, Inc., LEWIsTon, 
IDAHO 


I am listing below my personal opinions, but they are also the opinions of the 
management of Potlatch Forests, Inc. 

Potlatch Forests, Ine., is a corporation operating in Nez Perce, Lewis, Idaho, 
Clearwater, Latah, Benewah, Shoshone, and Kootenai Counties of north Idaho, 
with its general office at Lewiston, Idaho. It manufactures lumber, pulp, paper, 
veneer, plywood, and other wood byproducts. 

The company is a pioneer operator in Idaho, having started in the lumber 
manufacturing business in 1903 with a few hundred men. From this early be- 
ginning the company has progressed by using private capital until today an 
average in excess of 4,000 workers are provided employment. In 1950 the com- 
pany built the first pulp and paper mill in the State of Idaho. Additions to this 
plant have since been made which doubled the original capacity, and another 
major addition is presently under construction. The object of this development 
was to make the timber crops of this area more competitive with those of other 
areas by providing for more complete utilization of the forest crops. I know 
from experience in my company that expenditures for projects of this magni- 
tude will not be made by industry in this area unless there is dependable firm 
power available. I am therefore very much interested in the development of 
power in the Snake River. 

Almost every year since the early part of World War II, the Pacific Northwest 
has been faced with the possibility of a serious power shortage. Actually, twice 
during this period the power supply has had to be curtailed materially. Even 
this year power for that portion of the so-called interruptible loads of the 
Northwest is being curtailed 75 percent insofar as hydropower is concerned. 
At the present time this shortage of hydropower is made up by operating high- 
cost steam plants. 

Congress has, in two previous sessions, failed to authorize the construction 
of the high dam at Hells Canyon, and it is doubtful if the Congress would 
authorize this high-cost project under present proposals. Even should Con- 
gress authorize it, there would be no assurance that appropriations would be 
forthcoming soon enough to finish this plant by the time serious power short- 
ages are indicated for the Northwest area. An example of such a delay is the 
Ice Harbor Dam, which was authorized for construction in 1945 and no appro- 
priations have yet been authorized for its construction. Power is the lifeblood 
of the Northwest, and more powerplants must be brought on the line at the 
earliest possible date. 

A license application by the Idaho Power Co. for the construction of hydro 
plants on the Snake River between Weiser and Hells Canyon is now before the 
Federal Power Commission. There are bills in this session of Congress au- 
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thorizing a high dam at Hells Canyon which would be constructed by the Gov- 
ernment with taxpayers’ money. Therefore, the issue before us today seems to 
be: Shall private enterprise finance and build these hydro plants between Weiser 
and Hells Canyon, or shall the Government build the high dam at Hells Canyon, 
and it is our understanding that the purpose of this committee’s hearings here 
today is to get opinions on this issue. 

The opinion which I express here is based on my observation of past construc- 
tion of dams and other major projects by private industry using private funds, 
as against similar projects which have been constructed using public funds. In 
every case in which I had knowledge, the projects constructed by private industry 
have been completed in a much shorter length of time and at less cost than those 
managed by the Government. 

I know nothing about the engineering facts concerning these two projects, but 
I understand that the private utility which proposes to build the three dams 
in this stretch of the river is financially able to start construction upon approval 
by the Federal Power Commission, and to complete these projects in a much less 
period of time than the Federal Government could possibly build the high dam 
at Hells Canyon. 

I have followed with much interest the pros and cons of the case in question, 
and, according to facts developed by the Federal Power Commission staff, it 
would appear that the cost of the high dam at Hells Canyon which would be 
built by the Government would range from 100 to 200 percent more than that 
required for construction of the dams between Weiser and Hells Canyon by 
private industry with private capital. 

Summing up the above, I believe private industry would make available elec- 
tric energy at reasonable costs from these proposed power projects at least 
2 or 3 years sooner than the Government could accomplish it, and thus provide 
a sufficient supply of electric energy at prices that would maintain the industrial 
growth of our State and area. I am therefore opposed to the new Hells Canyon 
high dam bills recently introduced in Congress, and believe that the private 
company should be authorized to build private dams without further delay and 
thereby best serve the public interest. 

C. J. Horx1ns, 
Secretary of Potlatch Forests, Inc. 


STATEMENT OF FRANK C. HortEy, Moscow, IDaHo 


FAHRENWALD Buick Co., 
Moscow Idaho, April 1, 1955. 
FEDERAL INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 


GENTLEMEN: Idaho has always been proud of the fact that it was solvent and 
not too far in debt. Let’s keep private enterprise working for us. Let’s keep 
our State free of Federal monopolies that we have no control over, and who do 
not pay their way. 

Iam against a high Federal dam in Hells Canyon. 

Very truly yours, 
Frank C. Horry. 


STATEMENT OF FRANK HoRNER, TEKOA, WASH. 


Apri 4, 1955. 
T'o the Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, United States Senate: 

I am Frank Horner of Tekoa, Wash. I pay taxes in Washington and Idaho 
and I think the Federal Government should build the Hells Canyon Dam. 

In my opinion, the towns of Lewiston and Clarkston would double themselves 
in population in 10 years. As it stands now, we are short of electric power in 
the Northwestern States and if we did not have Federal competition of electric 
power, our rates would be increased until no one would know what the rates 
would be. For example, we have had phone rates increased four times since 
the end of World War II. 

For the big question: Why is it Washington has two Democratic Senators 
and Oregon has two Democratic Senators that stand for public power? Why 
is it that Idaho cannot elect two Senators that stand for public power? 


Frank Horner. 
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STATEMENT OF HErRsertT Howe, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


To Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, United States Senate. 


Mr. CHAIRMAN AND DISTINGUISHED MEMBERS OF CoNGRESS : My name is Herbert 
Howe, I am representing the approximately 400 members of the Nez Perce 
County Pomona Grange, the 122 members of Lapwai, Idaho, Grange, the 127 
members of the Lewiston Valley Grange, and the 20 members of the Lewiston 
local of the Farmers Union. 

I wish to call your attention to the type of testimony the proponents have 
presented to you here today. The witnesses who have given the oral testimony 
are all persons who have taken the trouble to make a study of the Hells Canyon 
issue and their testimony comes from their hearts. Every one of them has 
purned the midnight oil reading and studying the facts as presented by experts 
in the various fields pertaining to this issue. Theirs is not a canned version 
handed down to them by the power monopoly or the national chamber of 
commerce. 

The basis for this testimony has not been easy to get as very little or none 
of the true facts have appeared in the press of this State outside this immediate 
area. They have arrived at their conclusions after weeks and months of care- 
ful study of the records of previous hearings where both sides were presented 
and from attending meetings where information and facts were passed from 
hand to hand. 

You will not find their names recorded in the top brass of giant corporations. 
These are grassroots people from near and far who have been and are willing 
to undergo personal sacrifice in order that a great natural resource, the Snake 
River, may be preserved for the people of Idaho and the Nation. 

When first the word came out that the Idaho Power Co. intended to appro- 
priate the greatest resource of the State for a pigmy dam, a vigilant little group 
contacted their friends and more than 200 of these met at Weiser, Idaho, and 
the Idaho-Oregon: Hells Canyon Association was born. Little did we realize 
the rough and rocky road ahead. We were innocent then. We have learned 
much since. We went home confident that all we needed to do was to bring 
the facts to public attention and the battle would be won. Little did we know 
the strength of the power monopoly. 

We were branded as crackpots, pinks, and creeping Socialists who desired 
to steal the water rights of the farmers in southern Idaho. We soon found 
that our granges in the south end of the State had been infiltrated by Idaho 
power representatives and they were not interested in our side of the story. 
The Idaho State Grange at its annual convention invited Gov. Len Jordan 
and Representative Budge, both foes of the high Hells Canyon project, to address 
the delegates. No one was invited to present the high dam side of the argument 
and a strong resolution in favor of Idaho power was passed. The controlled 
press and the Idaho Power Co. started a campaign to discredit the Bureau of 
Reclamation although it had a record of 50 years’ outstanding service to the 
State. Its great engineers and technical experts were labeled as bureaucrats 
whose main purpose in life was to destroy that which it had taken 50 years 
to build and turn the productive acres of the Snake River Valley back to the 
desert it had been before Theodore Roosevelt and the Congress enacted the 
reclamation law of 1902. Chambers of commerce throughout the State began 
to pass resolutions against the Hells Canyon high dam development, in repay- 
ment of the contributions made to them by the power combine. 

The Idaho-Oregon Hells Canyon Association began to realize the nature of 
the fight. Its officers and members went to work. Its speakers sought speaking 
dates with any organizations or groups willing to listen. They worked at their 
jobs by day and drove as much as a hundred miles to address some group in 
the evening; then drive home arriving in the early hours of the morning. These 
trips were made at their own expense. No fat expense accounts or juicy mileage 
allowances were in the cards for them. 

Organized labor rallied to the Hells Canyon Association banner, the officers 
and members of the REA co-ops gave invaluable assistance. Locals were formed 
with membership set at $1. The money was used to acquaint the public with 
the Hells Canyon story. During the first year of its existence $4,000 was raised 
by the Hells Canyon Association, a pitifully small amount compared with the 
funds available to the Idaho Power Co. Not a single contribution was received 
from a chamber of commerce. The Lewiston Morning Tribune, of Lewiston, 
and Statewide, of Boise, published hard-hitting editorials which brought out 
the facts in the controversy. Senator Wayne Morse, of Oregon, and many of 
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his like-minded colleagues in Congress made speeches for the high dam in Hells 
Canyon throughout the Northwest, and bills were introduced to authorize the 
high dam. Thus began the historic fight to save this great natural resource for 
full development. 

At about this time the officers of the Idaho-Oregon Hells Canyon Association 
began to experience outside pressure in its most ugly form, Lloyd Tupling, vice 
president of the association and one of the owners of Statewide, was informed 
that his services as correspondent for the Wall Street Journal were no longer 
required. Charles Clapp, association treasurer and owner of the Washington 
Hotel in Weiser, Idaho, saw the patronage of several employees of the Idaho 
Power Co. withdrawn. This was followed by the boycott of his establishment 
by the service clubs of the city, although the Washington Hotel is the only 
hotel of any size in the town. He was eventually forced to dispose of his hold- 
ings in Weiser and is now living in California. Many businessmen up and down 
the main streets of Idaho towns and cities have told us they were for the high 
dam, but were afraid to be seen at a Hells Canyon Association meeting for fear 
of business reprisals. To the best of my knowledge, there has been no protest 
of these tactics from the Idaho State Chamber of Commerce. 

The Hells Canyon Association in the Lewiston area sponsored a 5-minute radio 
program over station KRLC and due to the splendid work of its announcer the 
program was self-sustaining. The association, encouraged by the success of the 
Lewiston venture, decided to embark on a more ambitious program. At an 
association meeting held in Nampa, Idaho, the radio program was authorized 
and a collection taken by the delegates attending was used to finance its start. 
Time was secured over one of the largest stations in Boise. After a very few 
programs an article by Bernard DeVoto favoring Hells Canyon was read and 
the association’s time was canceled on the flimsy grounds that the station did 
not care to carry a program of such a negative nature. I believe they meant 
it was too negative to the Idaho Power side of the dispute. 

A bill authorizing a Federal high dam at Hells Canyon was introduced in 
the Congress and hearings were held by the Reclamation Committee of the 
House. The Idaho-Oregon Hells Canyon Association presented testimony from a 
number of witnesses, all of whom made the trip without expense to the asso- 
ciation. The bill was tabled for that session of Congress, but the testimony of 
the Bureau of Reclamation and the association was so conclusive that Idaho 
Power Co. was forced to revise their plans to include some storage in spite of 
the fact that previously they had maintained that any storage was impractical, 
They have been revising their construction plans ever since. 

After the tabling of the authorization bill by the House committee, the asso- 
ciation came to the conclusion that it was necessary to work for the election 
of those candidates who favored the Hells Canyon project. Gracie Pfost made 
the Hells Canyon issue a major one in her campaign for a seat in Congress from 
the First Congressional District. She had the full support of the association 
and was elected by a small majority. Upon assuming her seat in Congress she 
worked tirelessly for the high dam and we feel that had she been on the Reclama- 
tion Committee an authorization by that committee would have been passed. 
She was reelected in 1952 by a much larger majority than in 1950, again mak- 
ing the Hells Canyon high dam a major plank in her platform. 

Some time later the Federal Power Commission held field hearings in regard 
to the construction application filed by the Idaho Power Co. Again the asso- 
ciation was well represented by witnesses who testified at the hearing, paying 
all of their expenses. One of the Idaho Power Co. witnesses testified that his 
town could not exist without Idaho Power Co. as they contributed to all the 
service clubs, civic organizations, furnished a large share of the advertising 
revenue of the local paper and were a mainstay of the local businessmen. In 
fact, he made it quite clear why Idaho Power is able to control the press and 
chambers of commerce throughout their service area. 

The Idaho-Oregon Hells Canyon Association decided that it was necessary 
to broaden the base of its operation and it changed its name to the Idaho-Oregon- 
Washington Hells Canyon Association and issued a call to organize the National 
Hells Canyon Association. The national was organized in Portland, Oreg., and 
immediately began operating on a scale impossible for the Idaho-Oregon-Wash- 
ington Association, although the older association remained in operation. It is 
the National Hells Canyon Association which has carried the load in the year 
of hearings which are still going on before the Federal Power Commission. It 
has taken many thousands of dollars to present our side in these hearings. It 
would have been impossible to carry on without the many contributions which 
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have come in from nearly every State in the Union from grassroots people and 
organizations interested in full development of our natural resources. — ; 

The Hells Canyon fight has not been fought out on the basis of engineering 
and economic facts as it should have been. It has been forced into the realm 
of partisan politics by the Idaho Power Co. and its satellite, the State chamber 
of commerce. They are fighting to maintain their political and economic domi- 
nation of the State which would be threatened if a high Hells Canyon Dam 
were built with cheap power available for new industry, increased payrolls 
and economic conditions which would encourage population growth. 

The proponents wish to compliment the local chamber of commerce and those 
in the area who have had the courage to withstand the enormous pressure which 
must have been brought to bear on them in maintaining their neutral stand on 
this very controversial issue. 

We thank this committee for the consideration they have shown our witnesses 
and for the opportunity of being heard here today. We hope the committee 
will look with charity on our poor efforts to present our side of the case, for 
we are simple folk unfamiliar with the art of public speaking. Thank you. 


STATEMENT OF Mrs. Hers Howe, Lewiston, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IpAHO, April 4, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D. C. 

HonorRABLE Strs: I, Wilma J. Howe, wife of Herb Howe, one of the leaders 
of the fight for the full development of the water resources in Idaho, wish to 
submit the following statements and observations in behalf of the high dam in 
Hells Canyon on the Snake River: 

It is true that the controversy of Hells Canyon has been inserted into partisan 
politics. Why? Because the leaders in the Republican Party in the tristate 
area forced it into the Democratic Party by their indifference and their opposition, 
stating that there was not enough sentiment for the high dam in Idaho to 
warrant their consideration. There was nowhere else for our valiant pioneer- 
ing group to go. Why is this so bad? It has been party politics that has made 
this country great. When a political party lets the common people down, when 
it succumbs to pressures from powerful groups, they can always have the other 
party to turn to for a hearing. 

I believe Oscar Ewing has said: “Through politics, I can help people arise 
to better things in life—boost them to develop their potentials to the betterment 
of our Nation.” This I believe to be true. 

I have accompanied my husband on his many treks throughout the area and 
was in attendance at the organizational meeting of the Jdaho-Oregon Hells 
Canyon Association held at Weiser, Idaho. 

It was there that the wife of the manager of the Washington Hotel at that 
time told me of the persecution, humiliation, and discrimination brought to 
bear upon her and her children because her husband was active in the high Hells 
Canyon Dam movement. At that time I saw friends of one of our women 
members have her paged out of a public meeting to meet with them in a secluded 
place in the lobby so they might chat together unobserved. They were afraid 
to be seen entering this meeting place because of business reprisals from firms’ 
who opposed the high dam. Another friend was quietly dropped from his news- 
gathering job. An Idaho-Oregon Hells Canyon radio program was “kicked” off 
the air by some flimsy excuse. A candidate for a public office’s personal char- 
acter was attacked. A clerk in a department store who showed interest was 
frightened when offered a small pamphlet favoring the high dam. There are 
too many other incidents to mention here. 

I attended the Federal Power Commission at Boise. After that experience I 
truly felt I had taken a trip behind the Iron Curtain. After hearing the people 
the Idaho Power Co. brought in, testify, I came to the conclusion that all the 
brainwashing that goes on in the world was not behind the Red borders. Quite 
a lot of that type of thing had been going on right here in our State of Idaho. 
*ainlessly, but nevertheless thorough. 

The Idaho-Oregon-Washington Hells Canyon Association is a courageons 
group of grassroots people operating under great odds and pressures. ‘The situa- 
tion has developed beyond a controversy of adam. It now embraces a principle. 
We have three “isms” involved. Monopolism and communism versus Ameri- 
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canism. Monopolism and communism are blood brothers and equally dangerous 
to Americanism, It is a question whether or not the power monopoly or the 
people are governing this Nation. 

Monopolism has us beating the shrubbery in our backyards for Communists, 
and they are quietly moving into our front rooms and taking over our property. 
No wonder Idaho is a backward State, way down the list. Here we are, rich in 
all the material things that could make this State great, and yet we are near 
tthe bottom of the list. I should think this would cause our Idaho Senators to 
bow their heads in shame. Gracie Pfost is our only Representative who has been 
willing to take the fight of the people versus an eastern monopoly back to 
Washington and she is 1 lone little brave women against the other 3 big brave (7?) 
men from Idaho. 

We need this high dam in the Snake River, built and controlled by the people 
for Idaho, for the Northwest and for the Nation. We need to have this whole 
power lobby and its front men investigated and the truths brought to light for 
the people all over the land to see, both sides standing on their merits, stripped 
of all the window dressing. We need faith in our Government restored to the 
people of this State and Nation, and fear removed from our main streets. 

We may be very thankful for those courageous people in the Democratic Party 
and the independent Republicans who are seeking the grassroots opinions of 
the high dam versus the low dam on the Snake. I am sure when all the evidence 
is in they will see there are people in Idaho, and lots of people in the Northwest, 
who do favor the Federal high dam in Hells Canyon on the Snake River and 
who will consider our cause sympathetically and constructively. 


STATEMENT or H. W. Husiert, Lewiston, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IDAHO, April 4, 1955, 

The writer has resided in the State of Idaho for nearly 40 years. Nineteen 
years as agronomist of the Idaho experiment station enabled me to become 
thoroughly familiar with all of the agricultural areas of Idaho. Since leaving 
the experiment station I have been engaged in the seed business in Idaho and 
am now president of the Idaho-Eastern Oregon Seed Association. This long 
agricultural experience enables me to furnish information regarding the needs 
of the State on a firsthand basis. 

The Snake River drainage above Hells Canyon Dam site is already regulated 
by five completed dams, with the sixth, Palisades, under construction. The flow 
of water passing Oxbow, Hells Canyon nearest measuring station, as stated edi- 
torially in the Lewiston Morning Tribune of September 13 is 12% million 
acre-feet. In the drier years, this average could easily dwindle to 8 to 9 
million acre-feet. Obviously, as this editorial pointed out, one could easily fill 
the proposed 3,880,000 acre-foot storage space of the high dam even in the drier 
seasons. 

What this editorial failed to point out and what few people realize is that an 
obligation exists to maintain a reasonable minimum streamflow throughout the 
year. Consequently, with a reasonable minimum flow necessary in these drier 
seasons there would be no water left for storage in the high dam. Furthermore, 
it is a matter of record that the distribution of the runoff at Oxbow is far more 
uniform than most of the streams of the Columbia River system, Using these 
streamflow figures it is a matter of engineering record that on the average only 
about a million acre-feet of water need be stored at Hells Canyon. When Pali- 
sades is completed, it can store an addition 1,200,000 acre-feet of water not 
now unpounded. 

We have in southern Idaho an estimated 2 million acres of land that will need 
to be irrigated at some time in the future. Obviously, the water to be used for 
this purpose must be assured before it is allocated for some downstream 
purpose. This means that approximately another 4 million acre-feet of water 
will be needed for agricultural purposes. This usage will reduce the present 
average streamflow another 30 percent. 

Probably these data on streamflow are the reason for the admission by the 
Bureau of Reclamation that 94.7 percent of the cost of Hells Canyon Dam are 
allocated for production of power. Hells Canyon is purely a power project and 
would add at tremendous expense another 800,000 kilowatts to the 6,741,000 esti- 
mated obtainable from Federal projects now under construction and recom- 
mended. 

We, in this area, live in a drainage from central Idaho comprising water from 
both the Salmon and Clearwater Rivers. These 2 rivers have an average run- 
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off of 19 million acre-feet, which flows unhindered and unregulated until it 
reaches the present McNary Dam. Instead of spending money for power at 
Hells Canyon, we should be trying to get something done about the flood control 
of these two streams. Numerous interests fought the building of two dams on 
the Clearwater, dams which would have had more flood-control value and would 
furnish as much usable downstream water as Hells Canyon. 

Thirty-five years ago the Clearwater River was an orderly stream, flowing 
clear and full, with gradual runoff. Since then, we have had to harvest the 
timber crop. In those logged-off areas is little to hold the moisture from the 
winter snows. They melt quickly and runoff as soon as they melt. They erode 
the land and cause floods in our streams. This is the same type of erosion that 
plagued our farmlands, but is now being solved by proper conservation. The 
same principles of farm soil conservation can be applied to forest land. The 
United States Department of Agriculture has the answers to handling this 
problem. They can hold water by proper methods at the headwaters of our 
streams. Let’s pass up the building of another Federal power dam like Hells 
Canyon, use some of the money for conservation of water in the timber country, 
and complete the projects already authorized. Let’s build Ice Harbor, Lower 
Monumental, Little Goose, and Lower Granite. This will give Lewiston a 
waterway to the sea as well as furnish flood control on our two unregulated 
rivers. 


STATEMENT OF B. W. Hucues, Jr., CLARKSTON, WASH. 


CLARKSTON, WASH., April 2, 1955, 
Re Hells Canyon Dam 
SENATE SUBCOMMITTEE ON RECLAMATION 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
Lewis-Clark Hotel, Lewiston, Idaho. 

Honorable GENTLEMEN: I believe in and strongly support the administration’s 
partnership plan for the development of power in the Northwest. This would 
give us the power which we badly need and the dam that would best be installed 
for the area, whether it would be for flood control, navigation, reclamation or all. 
Our Government—Federal, State and local—need ali the taxes, it seems, that 
they can get. That portion of the dam that would be privately owned would 
be taxed. 

If we have to wait until Hells Canyon Dam is authorized and then wait until 
money is appropriated, there will be long delays, if it is ever consummated. 

I, therefore, believe that private construction of Hells Canyon Dam should be 
allowed so that construction may start in the foreseeable future. 

Respectfully yours, 
B. W. HueHes, Jr. 


STATEMENT OF R. R. HvuTCHISON, PULLMAN, WASH. 


THE PHOTOGRAPHERS’ ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA, 
Puliman, Wash., April 1, 1955. 
Mr. E. B. Curtis, 
Coordinator Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

Dear Mr. Curtis: Every thinking man should realize that Government dams 
and public entry into business is breaking down the concepts that made America 
what it was. 

The right of free enterprise is being choked by what is referred to as “in the 
public interest.” The result has been many encroachments on the taxpaying pub- 
lic by Government agencies and other groups engaging in tax-free business. 

Note the tax-free business now being carried on in competition with the tax- 
paying business individual; PUD’s, many forms of co-ops, and some 1,000 uni- 
versities and colleges in the United States are a few instances of public business 
encroachment. 

Tax-exempt business is slowly but surely depriving the public of their inherent 
right of free enterprise. This creeping socialism is fast reducing private initia- 
tive, which made the United States what it once was. 

Cordially yours, 
R. R. HurcHtison, 
Commercial Vice President, 
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STATEMENT OF JoHN L. IKEDA, Moscow, IDAHO 


Moscow JUNIOR CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
Moscow, Idaho, April 2, 1955. 
To Whom It May Concern: 


As past president of the Moscow Junior Chamber of Commerce, I am aware 
that one of the founding creeds upon which our organization is based is “‘That 
economic justice can best be won by free men through free enterprise.” Can the 
Government building of a single high-headed dam on Hells Canyon be accepted 
by the members of the local junior chambers of commerce throughout the State 
of Idaho. I do not think that it can. 

Public ownership of one of the main resources of our State will also mean that 
the State will lose income that it would receive if it were owned by private 
business or corporation paying taxes in the State of Idaho. We all know that 
Idaho cannot afford to lose this income if it wants to properly provide educational 
institutions and other State-supported institutions. This income will be lost to 
the State forever. 

The last session of our State legislature recently incurred a debt to the State 
of Idaho by providing for the issuance of bonds to provide funds for the erection 
of buildings and improvements which are a prime necessity to the State. I only 
hope that this will be an exception rather than a rule. If we lose the income 
which we will derive from private ownership, this may become a rule rather 
than an exception which has been the policy of many other States who have let 
Government ownership of large revenue-producing enterprises take over their 
State. 

I am, as an individual, against the construction of Hells Canyon Dam by the 
Government and am in favor of private construction of small and efficient dams. 


JOHN I, IkeEpA, 


STATEMENT OF THE INTERATIONAL BrorHERHOOD oF PAPER MAKERS, AFL, SIGNED 
BY GILBERT MOSER, PRESIDENT 


Power is vital to paper production, and paper production is an essential part 
of the economy of the Pacific Northwest. This fact explains the general con- 
cern of the International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, AFL, with the genera- 
tion of cheap and abundant electric power. We believe this can best be accom- 
plished by the Federal Government in areas like the Columbia River Valley, 
and that is why our organization, representing 75,000 paper mill workers in 
the United States and Canada, has consistently supported Federal construc- 
tion of the Hells Canyon Dam, and has opposed the efforts of the Idaho Power 
& Light Co. to build a series of low dams on the Snake River. 

Our own local union, local 608, bargains for the paper mill workers at Potlatch 
Forests, Inc., here in Lewiston. We are the closest geographically to the pro- 
posed dam site and feel that our own immediate interests are very directly 
involved in this decision. However, we are conscious that the decision made in 
this matter will vitally affect all paper-industry workers in this country, not 
only in the Pacific Northwest. Abundant, cheap power means lower produc- 
tion costs in the paper industry, and that means more jobs and increased pur- 
chasing power. 

Even more important, however, is the advantage to consumers of a lower 
electric bill each month. This is a point which every housewife can appre- 
ciate. No matter how great an advantage public power is to certain producers, 
like the paper companies, it must also be advantageous to the great mass of con- 
sumers if it is to Warrant wide public support. 

Public power certainly meets these tests. Estimates by Government engi- 
neers show wholesale costs of public power from Hells Canyon to he half that 
of privately produced power. This saving will be felt eventually in the homes, 
as well as in the mines and factories, of this whole region. 

Furthermore, the development of public power, which our union solidly 
backs, can mean similar advantages in other regions of our country. Our 
members in the South, served by the TVA and Southwestern Power Admin- 
istration, are personally familiar with these benefits. Other members in the 
East are striving to get advantages of public power, through the Niagara power 
project and others. They are watching hopefully for public power development 
of Hells Canyon. All of these arguments speak loudly for public development 
of these natural resources which belong to all the people, big and small. We 
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would like to thank the committee for setting up these public hearings out here 
to give us a chance to tell you how we feel about the Hells Canyon Dam. We 
urge this committee and our National Congress to “promote the general wel- 
fare” of the country by approving Federal development of Hells Canyon Dam 
without delay. 





STATEMENT OF CLIFF M, IRWIN, GRANGEVILLE, IDAHO 


IRWIN Drue Co., 
Grangeville, Idaho, March 31, 1955. 
To Whom It May Concern: 

I am not irrevocably opposed to the building of a high Federal dam at Hells 
Canyon. 

I favor the most rapid development of hydroelectric resources in Idaho and 
the Pacific Northwest. I believe that private enterprise, Federal grants, and 
Federal-private partnerships should all be used to develop our hydroelectric 
resources. 

I would be inclined to favor whichever of the above three would develop the 
power site most rapidly and thoroughly. 

The Federal Hells Canyon project would require a long time to develop and, 
due to politics, might not be started for many years. However, it could store 
water during high water in the Snake which is the only period that Snake River 
water is not fully utilized. 

Idaho Power Co. is prepared to build dams and produce power immediately. 
Downstream benefits and storage of excess high water would be much less. 

It appears to me that Idaho and the Pacific Northwest would benefit more from 
the Idaho Power Co. projects which would be developed immediately. I think 
the Federal Government should abandon its plans for Hells Canyon and build 
dams and other projects where flooding is a menace. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Curr M. Irwin. 





STATEMENT OF FRANK ISBELLE, LEWISTON ORCHARDS, IDAHO 


My name is Frank Isbelle. I live at Lewiston Orchards. 

I am in favor of the high Hells Canyon Dam because I believe that a high dam 
at Hells Canyon is the only way to utilize all of the water resources of the Snake 
and Columbia Rivers. 

I believe that the increase in industry in Idaho would provide more taxes 
to the State and Nation than would result from the high rate structure of a pri- 
vate concern. A high dam would be to the best interest of Idaho and the entire 
Northwest because, I believe, we would get cheaper power that would attract 
more industry to pay more taxes and furnish more jobs for more people who would 
pay income taxes, buy homes and other property which would increase the tax 
income. 

I do not believe the Idaho Power Co. should be issued a permit to build the 
three low dams on the Snake River because if they are permitted to build the 
three low dams they will be robbing us, the people of Idaho, and the Northwest 
of resources that rightfully belong to us, such as navigation, recreation, and 
full development of the resources of the rivers. 

FRANK ISBELLE, 
Lewiston Orchards. 





STATEMENT OF J. C. JAMESON, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


JAMESON AUTO PARTS, 
Lewiston, Idaho, March 31, 1955. 
UNITED STATES INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN: I am firmly convinced that the partnership idea for power de- 
velopment is better for the area than exclusive control by any power segment. 

Efforts to crowd out a private company at Hells Canyon for an all-Federal plan 
is much less than partnership or even cooperation. They can only have a harm- 
ful effect. 

Construction of a Federal dam at Hells Canyon would mean a double loss for 
taxpayers. We would have to ante up about a half billion for a dam that would 
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provide no tax revenue. If a private dam is built, we are saved this drain on 
tax funds and the dam would contribute almost $6 million to the Federal Treas- 
ury each year and about $3 million to Idaho. 

We need power soon, and the State needs the tax revenue. It is imperative 
that we do not stand in the way of anyone willing to begin dam construction 
immediately. 

Respectfully, 
J. C. JAMESON. 


STATEMENT OF E. C. JOHNSON, GARFIELD, WASH. 


THE STATE NATIONAL BANK OF GARFIELD, 
Garfield, Wash., April 1, 1955. 
Mr. A. B. CuRTIS, 
Coordinator of Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

DEAR Sir: We are opposed to the Government building the Hells Canyon high 
dam as long as private money is willing to construct dams that will answer the 
same purpose and as set forth by many engineers. 

In fact we feel that there is too much property now exempt from taxation. 

Yours very truly, 
E. C. Jounson, President. 


STATEMENT OF W. C. JOHNSTON AND Mrs. VicrorRIA JOHNSTON, KAMIAH, IDAHO 


KAMIAH, IDAHO, April 4, 1955. 
UNITED STATES SENATE RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE. 


Dear Srrs: After studying the various proposals made thus far on the develop- 
ment of the Snake River and its relationship to the Northwest, we are of the 
opinion that if the power, flood control, and other benefits that will be derived 
from a high dam at Hells Canyon aren’t needed at the present time, the site 
should be handled as any other natural resource and protected for the people 
of the State of Idaho and the entire region. 

If we need smaller dams to meet the immediate demand for power, let them 
be built where they are needed and by the Federal Government, cooperatives or 
private utilities, depending on which can give the cheapest power and best service 
to industry and the public in general. 

Yours respectfully, 
W. C. JOHNSTON, 
Mrs. VICTORIA JOHNSTON, 
Owners and Operators of Johnston’s Store. 


STATEMENT OF Mrs. J. InvING JOLLEY, Moscow, IDAHO 


Moscow, Ipano, April 2, 1955. 
Re Hells Canyon Dam 
Hon. JAMES E. Murray, 
Chairman, Senate Committee Interior and Insular Affairs, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

Dear Sir: I should like to commend you and your committee on holding hear- 
ings in the State of Idaho in order to provide that opportunity for the people in 
this region, who are most directly concerned, to express their views with regard 
to the possible construction of a high dam by the Federal Government at Hells 
Canyon. 

I am opposed to the construction of Hells Canyon Dam by the Federal Gov- 
ernment for the following reasons: 

1. Private enterprise is willing and anxious to build dams in this region which 
will provide approximately the same amount of power for the district (and 
there is reason to believe that a larger percentage of this power would remain 
within the region) without expenditure of any tax dollars. Once constructed the 
installation would provide tax revenue at all levels of government from the 
national level down through the local level. 
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2. The low dams under private enterprise would protect the water rights 
of Idaho citizens of the Snake River Basin, whereas under the Federal high 
dam water rights would be jeopardized by the principle of paramount rights of 
the Federal Government. 

8. According to report of the United States Army engineers, 96 percent of the 
cost of the high dam is allocated to power and only 4 percent to such phases as 
flood control, reclamation, etc., upon which the Federal Government is consti- 
tutionally empowered to construct such a dam. 

4. It has been argued that the high dam would provide more adequate flood 
control than the low dams, yet only one-sixth of the water causing flood condi- 
tions in the lower Columbia River has its origin in the Snake River whereas five- 
sixths originates in the Salmon and Clearwater Rivers. I believe private enter- 
prise should be allowed to take care of the Hells Canyon situation, and if the 
Federal Government must invest money in dams, that it put the money that would 
be spent in the high dam in building dams in the Salmon and Clearwater Rivers 
at locations which would provide adequate flood control. 

5. There is an immediate shortage of power in the region and the low dams 
would alleviate this situation at a much earlier date. 

6. Power from atomic sources will probably be competitive with hydroelectric 
power within a relatively few years. In long-range planning, therefore, it ap- 
pears to me that the Federal Government should build only those dams that will 
provide the maximum of flood control, reclamation, and navigation benefits. 

7. The proponents of the high dam have never been able to give ample proof 
that there will be adequate water to justify construction of the high dam, This 
point becomes even more important when one considers the development of 
upstream areas where more and more water will be diverted. 

Therefore, I, as a citizen of the State of Idaho, respectfully urge that you 
recommend against the construction of Hells Canyon Dam. 

Very truly yours, 
, ALYCE JOLLEY. 
Mrs. J. Irving Jolley. 


STATEMENT OF RoBeRT A, JOLSTEAD, OROFINO, IDAHO 


OrOFINO, IDAHO, April 4, 1955. 
SENATE INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 


DeAR Strs: I believe that the proposed Hells Canyon Dam on the Snake River 
would not be in the best interest of the people of Idaho, the Pacific Northwest, 
or the Nation as a whole. 

This project has been estimated to cost the Federal Government $500 million, 
which in my opinion would be a waste of money for the taxpayers of the Nation 
when private power companies have proposed to build a group of smaller dams 
which would cost the Government nothing and would return to the people a large 
amount of taxes. 

I therefore would like to go on record as opposing Federal construction of the 
Hells Canyon Dam. 

Yours truly, 


Rosert A, JOLSTEAD, 


STATEMENT OF A. O. KANIKKEBERG, KENDRICK, IDAHO 


THE FARMERS BANK, 
Kendrick, Idaho, April 1, 1955. 
To Whom It May Concern: 

Regarding the Hells Canyon Dam controversy, this is to say that I am in favor 
of this being built by private industry. So long as private industry is willing 
and able to go ahead with such a project they should be given the opportunity 
to do so. In other words, I am not in favor of Government ownership. 

Sincerely, 
A. O, KANIKKEBERG, Cashier. 
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STATEMENT OF H. E. Karieurc, LEWistoNn, IDAHO 


KARLBURG'’S SHOPPING CENTER, 
Lewiston, Idaho, April 4, 1955, 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Helis Canyon Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN: We all realize the importance of immediate development of our 
power resources. Already we have wasted too much time and energy in ac- 
complishing this end. If private enterprise are prepared to go ahead with dam 
construction, certainly this should be granted. 

This would allow our Government to spend money on many more needed dams 
and roads. 

I cannot agree with spending public money when private enterprise is willing 
to aecept this responsibility. I do agree with our Government spending 
money on any development too great for individuals but this is not the case in 
the development of the Hells Canyon controversy. 

Respectfully submitted. 

H. EB. KArieure. 


STATEMENT OF CLEMENT R. Kepser, TENSED, IDAHO 


To the INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
United States Senate, Lewiston, Idaho. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I am Clement R. Kebbee, and live at Tensed, in Benewah 
County, having lived there for the past 18 years. I am engaged in the general 
merchandising business, and have discussed the question of Hells Canyon Dam, 
on the Snake River, with many of my patrons, who are in favor of a high dam 
for the reason that it will help control the floodwaters of the Snake River and 
provide more electric energy than the three smaller dams, and the high dam 
would create more industry within the State. 

CLEMENT R. KEsBEE. 


STATEMENT oF Art L. Ketcuum, Lewiston, IpAHO 


My name is Art L. Ketchum. I am a plumber at Lewiston, Idaho, 

There is a definite need for a high dam at the Hells Canyon site. Lewiston is 
a central point for the development of one of the largest areas of undeveloped 
natural resources in the United States. I have hunted over lots of the primitive 
areas, and the possibilities are beyond description. 

But we need industry and population to get the roads and other improvements 
that are necessary to develop these resources. 

We cannot get these developments without a large source of power at a reason- 
able rate. At the present time we cannot afford to heat with electricity, nor lift 
water to the point that would be necessary to develop more land. 

I have lived in every State west of the Mississippi River, and the climate in 
this area is about as near ideal as can be found. With a water outlet to the 
coast (which will eventually be developed) what better could be asked for by 
industry? We have timber, mineral, farm crops, cattle and sheep, and fruit and 
vegetables. All of these could be doubled many times with more industry and 
population. 

With a high dam at Hells Canyon to hold a reserve of water and develop firm 
power, the increase of taxes from the new industry and population and the devel- 
opment of the mineral resources would make a good payment on a high dam in 
5O years, 

I have been almost to the Hells Canyon site, from both above and below, and 
was at the hearing in Boise several years ago on the application of the Idaho 
Power for a permit for a small dam on the Snake River, and, although I am not 
an engineer, I cannot see why they want to make electricity, then run it back 200 
miles to where there is need for it, when it was brought out at the hearing that 
there was some 80 sites for small dams back in the area where it was needed. 


Art L. Ketcuvum. 
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STATEMENT OF KARL KILIMAR, GREENCREEK, IDAHO 


My name is Karl Killmar, I am a rancher at Greencreek, Idaho, and also vice 
president of the Idaho County Light & Power Cooperative Assoeiation, Inc., which 
serves members in Idaho County. 

I am highly in favor of the full development of the Snake River and, especially 
in favor of a high dam at Hells Canyon site. If constructed, Hells Canyon Dam 
would provide flood control, navigation, recreational benefits, and much needed 
hydroelectric power. We need an adequate supply of power at the lowest cost 
possible to encourage the most widespread use of electricity, particularly for 
rural and domestic consumers, 

I feel that the economic future of the people of the Pacific Northwest depends 
upon the building of Hells Canyon Dam and urge the earliest authorization and 
construction of this project. 

KARL KILLMAN, Greencreek, Idaho. 


STATEMENT OF HERBERT M, KLAATEN, D. D. §., Lewiston, IDAHO 


UNITED STATES INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE: 


I am opposed to Federal construction of a Hells Canyon Dam. It would cause 
damaging delay in obtaining badly needed new power and it would mean the un- 
necessary spending of almost a half a billion in tax dollars. 

A private company has offered to develop Hells Canyon. That construction 
should begin at the earliest possible date. In my opinion, the Federal Govern- 
ment should concentrate on projects which cannot be built without Government 
help. 

If our job was to determine only whether the Federal Government should build 
a dam at Hells Canyon, and engineering data was favorable, we would need 
only to consider whether the benefits are worth the money to bring them about. 
However, this is not what we are doing. To authorize Federal construction is 
to block construction by a private company ready to go ahead on its own. To 
insist upon Federal construction, is, to a degree, to destroy private enterprise. 
Why destroy private enterprise, the system credited with 99 percent of this 
country’s development? 

Power development is essential to the growth of the Northwest. We should 
not be deprived of the contributions private enterprise can make because of the 
public power preference of a few. 

We have suffered from too many delays. Let’s let private enterprise get on 
with the job. 





STATEMENT OF Mrs. W. F. Koss, Lewiston, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IDAHO, April 2, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 


GENTLEMEN : I firmly believe that hearings should be confined to who is best able 
to do the job the cheapest and the quickest. Also to be considered is revenue from 
taxable properties. All of our States are searching for additional income for 
governmental expenses. Private capital will produce the desired results stated 
above. I am not in favor of the Government doing anything that can be done 
by private capital. 

Very truly yours, 
Mrs. W. F. Koss. 


STATEMENT OF Ep Krete, St. Maries, Ipano 


Sr. Maries, Ipano, 
April 4, 1955. 
SENATE COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AFFAIRS, 
Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, Lewiston, Idaho. 


GENTLEMEN: I am opposed to the building of the Hells Canyon Dam by the 
Federal Government, because the development of this area has moved steadily 
ahead under the direction of private industry for many years. The people here 
have prospered, a great percentage of them own their own homes, their own 
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ears, TV sets, and our wage level is the highest in the country. I cannot see 
why it is that now private industry is incapable of doing a job, if you would 
believe the public power supporters. They have proven that they have the skill, 
the desire, and the willingness plus the know-how, and the money to build 
many of the dams needed in the Northwest. 

I believe we should let them do the job, since they have asked for that 
privilege. 

Yours very truly, 
Ep Krtgec, Owner, 
O’Dwyer Hardware. 


STATEMENT OF Davip G. KUEHL, GENESEE, IDAHO 


GENESEE, IpAHo, April 1, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COM MITTEE, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN: I wish to state my opposition to the Hells Canyon Dam which is 
at present under considerable controversy. 

(1) The tax moneys which would escape us in the event of a Federal-built- 
dam. 

2) The great amount of money required to build a Federal high dam com- 
parable to the services to be rendered to the region tributary to the dam. 
There is to be little or none reclaimed land through irrigation. Flood controt 
is out above the Salmon River as that portion of the Snake River is already 
under a flood control program, 

I am a merchant in Genesee, Idaho; have been located here for 21 years. 
We have watched and studied this Hells Canyon controversy from its incep- 
tion and from an overall picture, I can see no need now or never, for the high 
dam. 

Yours very truly, 
Davip G. KvuEHL. 


STATEMENT OF Lesitic R. Kuent, CLARKSTON, WASH. 


CLARKSTON HERALD, 
Clarkston, Wash., March $1, 1955. 
Unitrep Strates SENATE COMMITTEE, 
Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, 
Lewis-Clark Hotel, Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN: Will the building of a nontaxpaying structure astraddle a river 
110 miles above Clarkston, Wash., add anything of itself to the total assessable 
taxpaying property of Asotin County, Wash., in which the city of Clarkston is 
located ; and in which such sturcture is not located? 

The obvious answer to this question is so clear and apparent to the mind of 
the average American citizen that the simple mind of a country weekly editor 
cannot help but humbly agree. The answer is “No.” 

Political interests, public (?) interests, Government interests, vested inter- 
ests and royal economists may omit Clarkston, Wash., and Asotin County, Wash., 
from their major development plans; but it is to be hoped that similar politicians 
will not be able to convince us that black is white and white is black. 

Please visit Clarkston and stand upon ground in an irrigation district de- 
veloped entirely with taxpaying money volunteered by citizens of the greatest 
free enterprise nation ever existing in the history of man—the United States of 
America. 

Since water first came to these dry acres in A. D. 1896 with capital furnished 
by sons of the second President of the United States—John Adams—our resi- 
dents have paid millions of dollars in taxes into Government, some of which 
have been returned to us for superficial improvements you now view. 

It is not possible for a newspaper to have opinions—opinions are only possi- 
ble for its owner, editor, publisher, or employees. My opinion stems from 
having lived here continually since June 11, 1911. 

Sincerely yours, 
Lester R. Kvext, 
Publisher. 
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STATEMENT OF JOHN R. LA FotiertTe, CoLtFax, WASH. 


Cotrax Seep Co., 
Colfar, Wash. 
E. B. CURTIS, 
Coordinator, Helis Canyon Hearing. 


Dear Sire: I am certainly in favor of private capital building and developing 
power sites in Hells Canyon and Snake River sites. 
Sincerely yours, 
JOHN R. La Fou.tertre, Manager. 


STATEMENT or R, F,. LANE, PULLMAN, WASH. 


LANE’s THRIFT STORES, 
Pullman, Wash., March $1, 1955. 
Mr. A. B. CurTIS, 
Coordinator, Hells Canyon Hearing, Lewiston, Idaho. 


DeaR Mr, Curtis: As the writer find he will be unable to attend the hearing in 
Lewiston and he feels very deeply on the subject, am taking this opportunity to 
write you his convictions on this matter. 

From the hearings and reports that have already been made on the Hells Can- 
yon project, it has been very definitely established that the Idaho Power Co. 
can develop the Snake River dams that will be necessary, and is assured of the 
proper financial backing to carry the projects outlined to a conclusion. 

The writer feels very definitely also that the Government should never take 
over any project that can be handled by private capital and enter into competi- 
tion with private enterprise. The Government is already burdened with a 
maximum debt load, and the taxpayers should not be asked to finance anything 
that can be handled by private enterprise. Also when private enterprise en- 
gages in business they pay high taxes to relieve the already overburdened tax- 
payers. 

The past 2 or 8 years has shown that private enterprise can do the job, and we 
wish to vigorously protest the Government taking on Hells Canyon, or any other 
project that private capital can do as well or better and help lift the burden off 
all taxpayers. 

Respectfully yours, 
R. F. LANE, 





STATEMENT OF THE LAPWAI VALLEY GRANGE, No, 330, LaPwal, IDAHO, SIGNED BY 
R. BE. Davis, MASTER 


A FORMAL STATEMENT REGARDING THE BUILDING OF DAMS IN HELLS CANYON 


APRIL 2, 1955. 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


The Lapwai Valley Grange, No. 330, of Lapwai, Idaho, situated in Nez Perce 
County, with a membership of 122, met at Lapwai on April 2, 1955, with 30 mem- 
bers present. 

Following an open discussion, a motion favoring the building of the high dam 
in Hells Canyon was passed without a dissenting vote. 

This grange has always been for the federally constructed high dam because 
of the multipurpose features, and we feel that this is the best plan for the 
present and for future generations. 

Respectfully submitted. 

‘ R. E. Davis, Master. 





STATEMENT OF Ben H. Larson, BoArp MEMBER, IDAHO POLITICAL LEGISLATIVE 
Councri, CIO 


UnttTep States SENATE INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 


GENTLEMEN: My name is Ben H. Larson, and I am a member of Local 10-364, 
IWA-CIO. It is my pleasure to be one of the board members of the Idaho po- 
litical legislative council, which is comprised of all CIO labor organizations 
which go hand in hand with all labor in the State of Idaho. 
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I think that we are all interested in more jobs and less unemployment. 
Through Hells Canyon Dam and economic power, these problems, which everyone 
is interested in, will in some measure be one great factor to do with unemploy- 
ment. 

Let’s not let private monopolies take our natural resources which belong to all 
of us. Let’s not make the people pay for what is already theirs. Let the people 
develop the natural resources for the good of all Idaho and, in the words of Mr. 
Abraham Lincoln, “of the people, by the people, and for the people.” 

I sincerely hope that the United States Interior and Insular Affairs Committee 
recommends Hells Canyon Dam be built. 


Respectfully yours, 
BEN H. LARSON, 


STATEMENT oF W. D. LEATAN, KAMIAH, IDAHO 


KAMIAH HARDWARE & SUPPLY, 
Kamiah, Idaho, March 81, 1955. 
COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS. 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN : I am very much in favor of private enterprise be given the first 
consideration in constructing dams. Only when private enterprise cannot meet 
the requirements financially should the Government do the constructing work. 

Very truly yours, 
W. D. LeATAN, 


STATEMENT OF G, WILBUR LEE, CLARKSTON, WASH. 


CLARKSTON, WasH., April 1, 1955. 
Re Hells Canyon development. 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON RECLAMATION, SENATE INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
Lewis-Clary Hotel, Lewiston, Idaho. 

HoNoRABLE GENTLEMEN: I work for a salary. During my Army duty I had 
Government life insurance. I dropped it the day my terminal leave expired. 
Government should not be in any business that can be handled by private invest- 
ment. I think Government should regulate business but not participate in it. 
Insurance, moneylending, power, etc., are fields where Government has already 
taken on in excessive amounts. 

I am opposed to the Federal construction of Hells Canyon Dam when tax dol- 
lars will be produced by private construction but will be consumed if built by our 
Government. 


Respectfully yours, 
G. Wripvur LEE. 


STATEMENT OF NORMAN A. LEER 
Aprit 1, 1955. 
SenATE CoMMITTEF, HELLS CANYON HEARING, 
Lewis-Clark Hotel, Lewiston, Idaho. 

HONORABLE GENTLEMEN : I wish to express my opinion in regard to the sched- 
uled debate on the proposed building of Hells Canyon Dam. I can see little 
difference whether a high dam or a series of low dams are to be built. The 
important thing is that we get started and build dams for the needs and further 
development of our great Northwest. Apparently the kind of dam to be built 
will be decided by the political faction which obtains the greatest amount of 
support. Possibly the side that can make the most noise. 

I am strictly against any form of Government competition with private enter- 
prise. Regardless of the venture private enterprise can do it for less cost and 
more efficiency. Not because of the. people in Government but because of the 
complicated and involved processes necessary in Government. Instead of ex- 
pansion of Government we should all strive for less Government. Remote indeed 
is the case where you can contact a Government agency and obtain quick, efficient 
service. The reverse is true in private enterprise. If not, they soon close their 
doors for lack of customers. 

Thanking you for your consideration and indulgence. 

Very truly yours, 
NorMAn A. LEER. , 
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STATEMENT OF B. E. Lewis, Mayor, City or St. Maries, IpAHo 
St. Maries, Ipano, April 4, 1955. 


SENATE COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, Lewiston, Idaho. 


GENTLEMEN: I am opposed to the building of the Hells Canyon Dam hy the 
Federal Government because here in Idaho we already have a problem that is 
common to every other State—that of ever-increasing taxes. We need money for 
schools, for roads, and for many other things. Forty percent of the school taxes 
in Benewah County are paid by private utilities and the railroads and the resi- 
dents of Benewah County feel that we cannot afford to lose any more industries 
from the tax rolls. 

Federal construction of Hells Canyon Dam will only add to our Federal tax 
burden and will not add a single dollar to our tax income for the State. If Idaho 
Power Co., already paying millions of dollars to the State and to the counties 
in taxes, is willing to develop the power site at Hells Canyon, then I would suy 
that the taxpayers of Idaho would indeed be foolish to discourage or block their 

lans. 
P I am sure the people in Benewah County wholeheartedly oppose creeping 
socialism, which crops up its head in the form of high dam at Hells Canyon. 
Yours very truly, 
B. E. Lewis, 
Mayor, City of St. Maries. 


STATEMENT OF THE LEWISTON GRANGE SUPPLY, INC., LEWISTON, IDAHO 


The Lewiston Grange Supply, Inc., at its 2ist annual meeting, March 21, 1955, 
with 372 present, passed the following resolution with 1 dissenting vote: 

“Be it resolved, The Lewiston Grange Supply, Inc., meeting in regular session 
this 21st day of March, 1955, favor the building of the high dam at Hells Canyon 
and urge the construction as soon as possible.” 

JOHN W. Surkry, President. 


[SEAL] J. D. RicHarpson, Secretary. 


STATEMENT OF RoBert BE. LInpsay, Vroia, IDAHO 


ViIoLA, IpaHo, April 4, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN: I am a dryland farmer using electricity from REA power lines 
in a locality that at one time could have been served by private power. A few 
farmers built their own power lines and later turned it over to the private com- 
pany. A few years later REA built lines through the county and was a very 
contributing factor in keeping power rates at a figure that farmers could use. 

I believe the Government should build the high dam at Hells Canyon to pro- 
vide cheaper power for this area, keep industry here that is located here in 
the Northwest, instead of having brownouts, and encourage more industry to 
come, provide additional storage for downriver electric plants, provide additional 
resource development, and strengthen the economy of the Northwest. 

In the event of war the Nation would benefit by having a great amount of 
power at its disposal as well as being a location that would still operate after 
others cease to operate in event of enemy action. 

A nation that is progressing never outgrows its need for power, and when 
people believe they have everything they need, they stop progress and soon start 
drifting backward. 

Sincerely, 
Rosert EB. LInpsay. 
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STATEMENT oF S. EB. LINDSLEY, GRANGEVILLE, IDAHO 


LINDSLEY’s FurNiTURE & APPLIANCES, 
Grangeville, Idaho, March 31, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN: I would like to go on record as being opposed to the proposed 
Hells Canyon Federal high dam on the Snake River for the following reasons: 
First of all, I believe that private enterprise could build three low dams in the 
least amount of time, as evidenced by previous dam construction here in the 
Northwest area. We face an acute power shortage in the near future, and as 
the Federal high dam for Hells Canyon is not even authorized as yet, it seems 
to me that by the time the Government gets around to even authorizing the high 
dam we will be in the middle of the power shortage. 

Also, if the high dam is built instead of the three low dams, Idaho’s economy 
will suffer as a result of not benefiting from taxes paid in by private power 
companies on their own installations, and I am firmly opposed to adding millions 
more to the staggering national debt. 

One more idea that I believe in is that the private enterprise system is the 
American way of life and should not be throttled by Government intervention. 

Respectfully yours, 
S. BE. LInDsiey. 


STATEMENT OF Homer Lipps, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


My name is Homer Lipps. I reside at 611 10th Avenue, Lewiston, Idaho. 
For the past 30 years I have been engaged in the conduct of a local insurance 
agency. During this time I have been closely associated with civic affairs in 
an endeavor to promote the progress and advancement of this city and surround- 
ing territory. Among the several committees on which I have been privileged 
to serve has been the open river and waterways committee of the Lewiston 
Chamber of Commerce for a period of the past 20 years. During this period I 
have had a deep interest in the development of the Snake and Columbia Rivers 
for river transportation, power generation, and flood control. 

The normal development of this entire inland territory has been retarded 
because of freight costs. For many years a program of the Army engineers, 
and approved by the United States Congress, has been in progress of completion. 
I believe it is generally recognized that slack-water navigation from Lewiston 
to tidewater would produce freight rates that would directly benefit the economy 
of a large segment of all industries now, located in this inland territory and 
would induce new capital investment, adding greatly to further development of 
our numerous raw resources. 

The foregoing statement is made in order that you may now fully understand 
the reason for my opposition, at this time, for the expeuditure of money by the 
Federal Government for the construction of any so-called high dam upriver 
from Lewiston. The amount of money required for such a dam, if expended 
on the series of approved dams on the Snake River below Lewiston, would be 
multiple purpose in nature, developing power and affording greatly needed 
water transportation at attractive freight rates, directly affecting the economic 
status of our basic industries (agriculture, livestock, lumbering and mining) 
besides the indirect healthy effect on every person residing in this great area. 

The proponents for the construction of the high dam on the upper Snake 
River (above Lewiston) contend that power thereby developed is most essential. 
I am reliably informed that there is ample private capital ready and waiting 
to develop several power sites on the upper Snake and upper Clearwater River 
tributaries. This, together with the additional power that would be developed 
by power and navigation dams on the lower Snake, would produce as much or 
more power than would any high dam on the upper Snake. 

Thus I feel that the Federal Government would serve the greatest need in 
every respect by spending any moneys available for the early completion of the 
lower river dams (below Lewiston) and let private capital develop the single- 
purpose power-generating sites. 
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STATEMENT OF Doyle M. Loenr, Moscow, Ipano 


Moscow, IpAno, April 1, 1955. 
COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate, Lewiston, Idaho. 


(Attention of Senator Murray, Chairman.) 


GENTLEMEN: I wish to express my opposition to any proposed legislation which 
would authorize the construction of a Federal Hells Canyon Dam in the Snake 
River between Idaho and Oregon for the following reasons: 

First, private power is ready and willing to build dams for the purpose of 
providing additional power, which would add many millions of dollars to the tax 
rolls of Idaho. Why then should the Federal Government exercise a monopoly 
against private enterprise in the construction of a power dam, using the tax- 
payers’ money for such construction. 

Second, if this dam is being proposed for the purpose of flood control as some 
of its advocates would have us believe, they had better check into the streams 
feeding into the Snake River because it is a fact that the Salmon and Clear- 
water Rivers are in the main responsible for the flood conditions of the Columbia. 

Third, there is a great question whether, with more and more land being put 
under irrigation in the upper river basin, there would be sufficient left for down- 
stream power use. The water rights of the people of Idaho must be protected, 
and there is no guaranty that the use of water for irrigation will be guaranteed 
if the water should be needed for power. 

Fourth, atomic power may very well be competitive long before this dam could 
possibly be constructed. Why then should we tie up the taxpayers’ money in 
this huge dam, when within 5 or 6 years water may be used for its natural 
purposes, 

Fifth, under the laws of the State of Idaho, is the water legally available? 

Respectfully submitted. 

Dove M. Loenwr, M. D. 


STATEMENT oF ©. L. LuvA4s 


Srate or IpaAno, Murch 31, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 


GENTLEMEN: As time goes by we have need for more tax dollars to finance our 
State operations. We need money for education, for the building and maintain- 
ing of roads, and for many other things. 

I believe that Federal construction of Hells Canyon Dam will add to our Fed- 
eral tax burden and will also take property off the tax rolls. The developing of 
power sites on the Snake River by private industry would increase our tax dol- 
lars which are so desperately needed. 

I trust that you will give the tax problem due consideration when making your 
decision on Hells Canyon Dam. 

Sincerely yours, 
C. L. Luvaas, Manager. 
Mark P. Mititer MILLING Co. 


STATEMENT or A. L. Lyons 


Marca 31, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
United States Senate. 


GENTLEMEN : Three years ago in crossing the State of Tennessee from Roanoke, 
Va., to Memphis, I had occasion to inquire many places relative to the public 
reaction on results accomplished in the functioning of the TVA. All responses 
were enthusiastically in favor of the system and no one had any appearance of 
displeasure toward it. 

This public ownership by the Government demonstrated quite forcible to 
me what could be accomplished in our own community by the construction of the 
high dam at Hells Canyon. It is my belief that this Government project would 
attract many private industries which in turn would provide a high level of.tax 
income for both our Federal and State Governments. Another fair example is 
shown by industries which have come to the Northwest since the creation of 
the Coulee Dam. 
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This community has much to be thankful for in having obtained the efficient 
REA services for several years past. 


Yours truly, ie 
A. L. Lyons. 


STATEMENT OF JoHN C. Mackey, SECRETARY-TREASURER, GREAT WesTERN MouruaL 
AssocraATion, Inc., Lewiston, IDAHO 


Apri 4, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN: I have always been opposed to Government in business when 
the business can be done by private enterprise. At the present time there are 
private utility companies in the Northwest that are willing and able to build all 
the dams necessary to furnish sufficient power for this region. Dams built by 
private companies would contribute considerable to the tax rolls of the States 
concerned, whereas the Government-built dams would contribute no taxes at all. 

I also believe that each dam federally built is just another stepping stone 
toward socialism. Therefore, I am opposed to the Federal Government building 
a high dam in Hells Canyon. 


Yours truly, O 
J. C. MacKry, 


STATEMENT oF KERMIT H. Matocotm, LEwIstTon, IDAHO 


Matcoim’s BrowerR-WANN MEMORIAL, 
Lewiston, Idaho, April 2, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN: I would like to go on record as being opposed to the high dam 
being considered for the Hells Canyon area. 

I am opposed to the Government building this dam, because if private enter- 
prise is to survive in this era of growing Government regulation, it has to be 
given the chance to express itself instead of being throttled and cast aside. 
Projecting my thoughts into the future it is conceivable that the Government will 
also try to enter other fields of business other than power and associated utilities 
such as transportation. If unscrupulous individuals are placed in a position 
of authority with its power-generating facilities, ete. at hand, we are surely on 
the road to ruin through socialism and then communism. Why try to stop the 
free-enterprise system when it has done so much in this and other areas. The 
basis of the foregoing can be summed up as simply as this: The private enter- 
prise way is the American way. 


Respectfully yours, 
Kermit H. Marcotm, 


STATEMENT oF A. BE. Marvin, Lewiston, IDAHO 


STEELE’s SHELL SERVICE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 


To the United States Interior and Insular Affairs Committee: 


I believe Federal construction of a dam at Hells Canyon should not be 
authorized. Organized groups have tried to give the impression that they speak 
for all the people when they say this region favors Federal power. If a vote 
was taken, I am certain a large majority would choose private enterprise over 
socialistic public power. 

There has been no mandate insisting that the Federal Government build 
Hells Canyon Dam, nor any other dam in the Pacific Northwest. In the last 
general election, there was no evidence of sentiment for public power. In three 
counties in Oregon that were carried by a small margin by Senator Neuberger, 
the people decisively defeated public-power measures on the ballot. 

Al Ullman, leading officer of the very vocal Hells Canyon Association, carried 
only 4 counties of 18 in Oregon’s Second District, an area in eastern Oregon 
adjacent to Hells Canyon, after campaigning primarily on the Hells Canyon 
issue. Congressman Sam Coon, who clearly favored private enterprise, was 
elected. 
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The people of the Northwest want power dams built at once. To obstruct 
private companies ready to build immediately is to do the people a serious 
disservice. Let the Federal Government build dams in cooperation with local 


companies. 
A. E. Marvin. 


STATEMENT OF FRANK Martz, Moscow, IpAHO 


Moscow, IpaHo, April 2, 1955. 
SeNATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
United States Senate. 

GENTLEMEN: I wish to state my opposition to the building of Hells Canyon 
Dam, which is under considerable controversy. In the first place, I do not 
believe such a dam should be built at the expense of the taxpayer. In the second 
place private capital could construct this or other dams for less money and 
would therefore bring into the treasuries of our local, State, and Federal Gov- 
ernments much needed taxes. Furthermore, I do not believe, from what infor- 
mation I have so far, that there will be any reclamation benefit from the con- 
struction of the Hells Canyon Dam. 

Yours truly, 
FRANK Matz. 


STATEMENT OF Mr. AND Mrs. J. W. McArruur 


SENATE INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE. 


JENTLEMEN: We would like to go on record as stating that we are definitely 
in favor of private enterprise building any dams in our beloved State. If, and 
providing private enterprise would need Federal aid where a dam would be 
essential to the welfare of our community, State, or Nation, then we would be in 
favor of a partnership. 

We are opposed to Hells Canyon Dam. Five hundred million dollars would 
be spent, leaving nothing available for any partnership developments which 
could arise on Clearwater dams. High dams take years to build, while private 
dams take a matter of a few months. 

Private enterprise would pay a large sum of money to our State in taxes, but 
not so the Federal Government, so it seems to us any Idaho citizen in their right 
mind would most certainly favor private enterprise building dams. 

McArtTuHuUR ELEcTRIC, 
Mr. and Mrs. J. W. McArrHur. 


STATEMENT OF HowaArD McCat1, Lewiston, Ipano 


To United States Senate Reclamation Subcommittee: 


We in this area wish to see a high Federal dam built in Hells Canyon because 
it means lower power rates, which will induce more private industry to move 
into the State of Idaho. 

It also means a larger storage of water, which in the future, due to the increase 
in population, there may be a shortage. 

Also, the storage means flood control and navigation, which means lower 
freight rates in this area. 

It will also increase the output of firm power on all downriver dams. 

We are looking forward to the day when this high Federal Hells Canyon Dam 
will be built. According to the Army engineers’ 308 report, full river compre- 
hensive development can be realized on this one last large dam. 


Howarp McCatt, Farmer. 
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STATEMENT OF Ep McCann, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IDAHO, April 1, 1955. 
Re Hells Canyon hearing, Lewiston, Idaho. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D.C. 

GENTLEMEN : I see no good reason why we should argue the Hells Canyon Dam 
here in Lewiston. I believe this is only a political move and nothing can be 
accomplished at this time. 

I am in favor of private business furnishing power to the people. In addition, 
we need this tax money to help our schools and city and State government. 

I am opposed to the Federal Government being in any business. Their sole 
job should be in regulation. 

Sincerely, 
Ep McCann. 


STATEMENT OF HELEN A, McCann, LEwISsTON, IDAHO 


Lewiston, IpaHo, April 1, 1955. 
Re Hells Canyon hearing, Lewiston, Idaho. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D.C. 
GENTLEMEN: As a housewife I am also interested in local and national affairs. 
I have heard a great deal about Hells Canyon Dam over a long period of time, 
but all of this political talk has not produced any actual power for our use. 
I believe in the free-enterprise system, and know that the cost of Government 
can only be met by tax money from the taxpayer. Government in business takes 
money from the tax rolls and does not contribute. I am opposed to a Federal 
project in Hells Canyon. 
Yours truly, 
Heven A. McCann. 


STATEMENT OF WALLACE MCCLOSKEY AND E. DURANT, PIERCE, IDAHO 


Prerce, Ipano, April 1, 1955. 
We, the undersigned, strongly believe that the issue of Hells Canyon Dam 
should be decided from the testimony already before the Federal Power Com- 
mission. We feel, if private capital can accomplish the overall development 
of the area in the shortest time with relatively the same benefits to the people 
of the Northwest, that they should be granted the right to build the project. 

WALLACE McCLosKeEy. 

H. BEB. DURANT. 


STATEMENT oF W. L. McCreary, Kenprick, IDAHO 


THe KENDRICK GAZETTE, 
Kendrick, Idaho, March 31, 1955. 
Re Hells Canyon Dam, 
To Whom It May Concern: 

Granted that Idaho and the Pacific Northwest needs the power this proposed 
dam, or others might generate, I am bitterly opposed to any federally built 
structure, since private capital is crying for the opportunity to do the job. 

Idaho, with its tens of thousands of acres of Federal forest lands, logged- 
over lands, canyon and pasturelands, is already a tax-poor State. 

Let’s let private, taxpaying interests build the dams and supply the power. 


Very truly yours, 
W. L. McCreary. 
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STATEMENT oF Grover E. McDouGALL, Mayor, Crry or CoL¥Fax, WASH. 


Mr. E. B. Curtis, 
Coordinator, Hells Canyon Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho: 

I am strongly in favor of the development of Hells Canyon on the Snake 
River by private power companies, rather than the United States Government, 
because it would not be a tax burden on the people, and under private enterprise 
it would return a large amount of taxes back to the State and counties adjoining 
the said water development. 

G. E. McDoueatt. 


STATEMENT oF Harry V. McKeever, CharKsTon, WASH. 


CLARKSTON FURNITURE Co., 
Clarkston, Wash., April 1, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE ON INSULAR AFFAIRS : 

I strongly support the Idaho Power Co. in power development on the Snake 
River. They have shown that they are ready to go ahead with private money. 
Where any Government-built dam would cost the taxpayer additional money. 
In order to cut taxes it is necessary to cut operational expense. We need addi- 
tional power now not 15 years from now. 

Respectfully yours, 
Harry V. McKeever. 


STaTEMENT OF Lee McKEEvErR, CLARKSTON, WasH. 


CLARKSTON FuRNITURE Co., 
Clarkston, Wash., April 1, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE ON INSULAR AFFAIRS : 


I strongly support the Idaho Power Co, in power development on the Snake 
River. They have shown that they are ready to go ahead with private money. 
Where any Government-built dam would cost the taxpayer additional money. In 
order to cut taxes it is necessary to cut operational expense. We need additional 
power now not 15 years from now. 

Respectfully yours, 
Ler McKEeVer. 


STATEMENT OF W. D. MCLAUGHLIN, PULLMAN, WASH. 


MaRrTIN’s GARAGE, INC., 
Pullman, Wash., April 1, 1955. 
Mr, E. B. Curtis, 
Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 


Dear Mr. Curtis: This country was founded and has grown to be one of the 
greatest nations on earth on private industry. People have prospered and have 
more luxuries than in any other nation. 

We feel that inasmuch as private industry is willing and able to make power 
developments on the Snake River sufficient to take care of its needs, they should 
be allowed to do so; thus keeping the improvements under taxation, which is 
vitally needed in our growing economy. 

Sincerely, 
W. D. McLAvGHLIN, Vice President. 


STATEMENT OF Mrs. SHERMAN MERRY, KAmIAH, IDAHO 


KamiAd, IDAHO, April 4, 1955. 
Unrrep States Senate RecLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE. 


Dear Stes: After studying the various proposals made thus far on the develop- 
ment of the Snake River and its relationship to the Northwest, we are of the 
opinion that if the power, flood control, and other benefits that will be derived 
from a high dam at Hells Canyon aren’t needed at the present time, the site 
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should be handled as any other natural resource and protected for the people 
of the State of Idaho and the entire region. 

If we need smaller dams to meet the immediate demand for power, let them 
be built where they are needed and by the Federal Government, cooperatives, or 
private utilities, depending on which can give the cheapest power and best 
service to industry and the public in general. 


Yours respectfully, 
Mrs. SHERMAN MERRY. 


STATEMENT OF MR. AND Mrs. SHERMAN F’. Merky, AHSAHKA, IDAHO 


To the Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, United States Senate. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN, DISTINGUISHED MEMBERS OF BoTH Houses oF CONGRESS: We, 
the undersigned, are definitely in favor of the high dam in Hells Canyon and full 
development of the Snake River for the benefit of the people of Idaho. 

SHERMAN F’, MERRY, 
Mrs. SHERMAN F. Merry. 


LEWISTON, IpaHo (hearings), April 4, 1955. 


STATEMENT OF Rosert B. MILLER, CLARKSTON, WaSH. 


CLARKSTON, WASH., April 2, 1955. 
SENATE SUBCOMMITTEE ON RECLAMATION, 
Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, Lewis-Clark Hotel, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN: I wish to inform you of my opposition to the building of Hells 
Canyon Dam by the Federal Government. My opposition is based on my belief 
that the Federal Government should not compete when private enterprise can 
adequately do the same job. 


Very truly yours, 
Roserr B. Miter. 


STATEMENT OF JIM Monrogk, STATE REPRESENTATIVE, NEZ PERCE COUNTY, IDAHO 


STaTe or IpAHO, 
HovusE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Culdesac, Idaho, April 2, 1955. 
Director OF INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D.C. 

GENTLEMEN: I, Jim Monroe, farmer and State representative of Nez Perce 
County : 

Speaking first as a farmer of this area, I cannot help but remember the years 
before REA. In comparison with today, we were in the Dark Ages. Progress 
on the farm from that time has been tremendous; we are no longer struggling 
to produce the Nation’s food with our hands alone. We feel that at last we 
have been put on a par with our city cousins in having electrical equipment for 
our homes and shops, and we remember full well that this was made possible 
through a Federal project. 

I believe that the farmers of the northern part of the State are very much 
in favor of the high dam at Hells Canyon, and that the farmers of the irrigated 
sections are becoming aware that the scare over water rights is mostly power- 
company propaganda. 

Speaking as a Democratic representative of this county since 1951, I think I 
know pretty well what the people want. They want cheap power so that they 
may develop the resources of this area, as well as provide for our industrial 
growth. We also feel that a great river with the potentiality of the Snake River 
is a resource that belongs to the people and when it is developed it should be 
developed completely. We need a high dam to firm up the river for reclamation, 
flood control, and cheap power. We need a storage dam that will supply a 
continual flow of water, thus increasing the value of any additional low dams 
that might be needed in the future. 


Respectfully submitted. 
Jim MONROE, 


State Representative, Nez Perce County. 
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STATEMENT OF THE MONTANA STATE RuraAt ELectric CoOPpERATIVE ASSOCIATION 


APRIL 2, 1955. 
SENATE COMMITTEE. 

GENTLEMEN : Since the Hells Canyon Dam will provide cheaper power, greater 
flood control, and greater recreational benefits, the Montana State Rural Electric 
Cooperative Association, by resolution at its annual meeting on October 6 and 
7, 1954, urges construction of the Hells Canyon Dam. 

Sincerely, 
GeorGE LACKMAN, 
President, Montana State Rural Electric Cooperative Association. 


STATEMENT OF M1Les BE. Moore, LEWISTON ORCHARDS, IDAHO 


My name is Miles E. Moore. I am a farmer and Idaho real-estate broker. 
Why I am in favor of a high Federal dam at Hells Canyon: 

1. We want to see the full and orderly development of all the Northwest’s 
natural resources devoted to all the people who live and work and make their 
living in the Northwest. The Snake and Columbia Rivers, being the main 
artery and drainage of this vast area, are the key to the whole situation. 

2. We sorely need industries to furnish employment for vast numbers of 
people who have come here and bought homes to find later that there are not 
nearly enough jobs to go around. Industries follow cheap or reasonable electric 
rates. Manufacturing cannot exist without cheap electricity. In all localities 
favored with Federal hydroelectric power sites, manufacturing establishments 
have followed, and we believe it would also hold true in this area. 

3. With the large reservoir for several miles upriver in back of Hells Canyon 
Dam stocked with fish and docks for boating and the high mountains reaching 
out from either side and well stocked with big game could be built the greatest 
recreational area in North America. It has the scenery to back it up and could 
be dubbed, “the Switzerland of the West.” With this established, the tourist 
trade alone could bring Idaho more revenue than all the other industries 
combined. 

4. We bave a lot of unemployment in the Lewiston and Clarkston Valley, 
people who are not able to find jobs. And we believe this situation exists all 
over the Northwest. A high Federal dam at Hells Canyon would furnish an 
opportunity for those people to obtain jobs. And the whole economic situation 
would improve throughout the area. And the electric power developed from this 
hydroelectric dam at Hells Canyon, together with the chain of downriver dams 
such as Ice Harbor, together with the Grand Coulee and Bonneville, would 
build up a pool of electric power in this area that would enable us to heat 
our homes with electricity at a reasonable rate. And when the oil supply and 
timber is used up, we will still have heat in our homes. 


STATEMENT OF N. V. MORGAN, ASOTIN, WASH. 


To the Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, United States Senate. 

Mr. Chairman, I, N. V. Morgan, stock rancher at Asotin, Wash., am in full 
favor of the high dam in Hells Canyon. I believe the full development of the 
river can only be realized through the building of this project. 


N. V. MorGan. 


STATEMENT oF BE, A, MORKEN, GENESSEE, IDAHO 
IDAHO TAXES 


Idaho Power Co. contributes a great deal of tax money to the State of Idaho 
and a goodly portion of that money is used to support our schools. So far 
as I have been able to determine, the relationship between the Idaho Power 
Co. and the State of Idaho and its residents has always been a friendly one. I 
am, therefore, completely opposed to adding any more millions to the already 
staggering national debt when the Idaho Power Co. is ready, willing, and 
able to build the Snake River dams. 


62506—55—A——_19 
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STATEMENT OF Roy Morris, KAMIAH, IDAHO 


KAMIAH, IDAHO, April 1, 1955. 

I am opposed to the Hells Canyon Dam because I do not feel that the 
Federal Government should build dams and spend the taxpayers’ money when 
private power companies are willing and ready to build them. I am sure the 
State of Idaho can use the millions of dollars that would be paid in taxes by 
private power companies, when Hells Canyon would pay little if any taxes. 

We do not have any assurance that, if Hells Canyon Dam is built that Wash- 
ington, California, and other States will not receive power before we do. 

I feel that we are going to be faced with a power shortage in the next 5 or 6 
years. I think the only way to prevent it is to wash our hands of the Hells 
Canyon Dam, and let private power develop the Snake and Clearwater Rivers. 

Roy Morris. 


STATEMENT oF VicTor T. MoRRIS, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


Twin Ciry FIRE INSURANCE Co., 
Lewiston, Idaho, April 4, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
Hells Canyon Hearing, Lewiston, Idahe. 

HONORABLE GENTLEMEN: As a resident and taxpayer of the State of Idaho, I am 
in favor of letting Idaho Power Co. build the low dams on the upper Snake 
River, rather than a high dam at Hells Canyon by the Federal Government. 

Private enterprise is able, will and ready to start this construction now, when 
power is needed, why all this political wrangle which can never result in addi- 
tional kilowatts, which are so badly needed at this time. 

A good example of how the Government operates is the comparison on two 
dams recently built, one by the Federal Government and the other by private 
business. These are the Cabinet Gorge plant on the Clark Fork River built by 
the Washington Water Power Co. and Albeni Falls plant at the outlet of Pend 
Oreille Lake, built by the Army Engineers. 

The privately built plant (Cabinet Gorge) has installed capacity of 200,000 
kilowatts and was completed in less than 2 years at an approximate cost of 
$230 per kilowatt installed, whereas Albeni Falls (Government plant) has in- 
stalled capacity of 50,000 kilowatts or one-fourth as much and three times as long 
and at an approximate cost of $840 per kilowatt installed. This was done 
with money out of the taxpayers’ pocket. Construction ran over a period of 
more than 4 years. This example is typical of Government operation, so why not 
let private industry do the job without interference. 

Sincerely, 
Victor T. Morris. 


STATEMENT OF JOE B. MOTTERN, ST. Marries, IDAHO 


St. Marries, IDAHO, April 4, 1955. 
SENATE COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AFFAIRS, 
Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, Lewiston, Idaho. 


GENTLEMEN : I would like to give you my ideas on the granting of application 
of the Idaho Power Co. to build a dam at Hells Canyon, and my idea is that if 
We were trying to decide only whether or not the Federal Government should 
build a dam at Hells Canyon we might be justified in supporting the spending of 
millions of Federal dollars for the dam. This, however, is not the case. What 
We are doing here is attempting to destroy private enterprise, a private enter- 
prise that can take credit for 99 percent of the development of this Nation. Why 
should we oppose something that has worked so well, and insist on spending tax 
dollars when it is not necessary? A private company has offered to develop Hells 
Canyon, let’s concentrate on jobs that need Government help and let private 
enterprise go to work when it is willing to do the job. 

Forty percent of the school taxes in Benewah County are paid by private utili- 
ties and railroads and the citizens of Benewah County feel that we cannot afford 
to lose any more industries from the tax rolls. 

Yours very truly, 
Jor B. Morrern. 
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STATEMENT OF JOHN NANNIGA, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


JOHN'S ELEcTRIC SHOP, 
Lewiston, Idaho, April 2, 1955. 

I do not think the Government should build a dam in Hell’s Canyon. I have 
been told that we face a power shortage in this area by 1960. Even if Congress 
should approve the Federal dam, and then provide the money for building it, it 
would still take 6 or 7 years to build the dam. Idaho Power Co. has offered to 
build the power dams in the canyon and to start just as soon as they get the word 
to go ahead. Why not let them do it? We are spending billions of dollars for 
defense, for helping foreign countries, and for all the welfare things that the 
Government has managed to get into. Why should we insist on spending money 
to do something that a private company has offered to do? I don’t remember 
reading any place that our big national debt was all paid off. Are we so rich now 
that we should force people to take money that they don’t want? The same 
Senators and Congressmen who are saying that the Government should build the 
dam are saying that we should cut taxes. How do we spend more and take in 
less? I can’t do it in my business, and I don’t see how the Government can do 
it in its business when it can’t even pay the bills it now owes. There is no reason 
at all why we should use tax dollars to build something that someone else has 
offered to build. 

In my business I meet many people and I don’t remember any of them saying 
that only the Government could build a dam in Hell’s Canyon. Is there any 
reason to think that the people of Idaho or the people of Oregon want the 
Government to build a dam there? As a businessman, I pay taxes in Idaho and 
] pay Federal taxes. In the case of the Federal taxes, I can only hope that the 
Government is getting all the good they can out of every dollar. If they are 
spending it where people don’t want it, I don’t think they are doing too well with 
luy money. : 

The taxes I pay in Idaho seem to be getting somewhat better treatment. More 
thought is given to where the tax dollars are spent and I don’t ever recall any 
time when State dollars were spent in an area where the people did not want 
the money. Idaho, like most other States, is having to spread its tax dollars 
very thin. With Federal taxes taking such a big bite out of every man’s income, 
it is hard for the State to find ways to get the tax dollars they need without 
working a hardship on the people. If we encourage Federal spending in places 
where private business has offered to do the same job, we are hurting the Idaho 
taxpayers in several ways. The Federal dollars are our tax dollars, and it is 
very seldom that we can find an example of Federal spending where the money 
was all spent carefully and given the full consideration that our tax dollars 
should deserve. If any large, privately owned company were to spend its money 
the way most of our Governmen! agencies do, its officers would all be fired and 
they might even be accused of criminal negligence by the stockholders of the 
company. I, and all the other residents of Idaho, are stockholders in the United 
States Government; and we should be concerned with how, when, and why our 
money is spent. 

Idaho is hurt in another way when we let the Government spend money here 
that private industry is willing to spend. We lose the tax dollars that would go 
io the State, to the country, and to the schools. I have been told that Idaho would 
get almost $10 million a year in taxes from a privately built dam in Hell’s Canyon. 
Are there people who think we don’t need that money? Would they prefer that 
we have a sales tax to raise the money the State needs? Can we turn our backs 
on a tax source that will hurt none of us, a tax paid by a company that already 
contributes a great deal of money to our State and has always worked with and 
for the people of Idaho? 

Let’s spend our Federal tax dollars where and when they are needed. Let’s 
let private enterprise spend its money when it is willing to. I have no objection 
to their making a little money, and I don’t recall that it is, or ever has been a 
crime to make money. We do not want Federal control in Idaho. Therefore, I 
ain opposed to a Federal dam in Hell’s Canyon. 

JOHN NANNIGA. 
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STATEMENT OF A, L. NASH, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IpAno, April 1, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 


GENTLEMEN: Nero fiddled while Rome burned. Politicians conduct hearings 
while we in the Northwest face a possible power shortage. Hearings in Wash- 
ington, D. C., questioning the advisability ; consumed months of precious time 
which would have been used in power generating construction. 

Idaho Power Co. indicated their willingness to start construction of generating 
facilities as soon as permission was granted. Private capital invested in dams 
will furnish additional tax money for schools, highways, and other State opera- 
tional expenses. Let’s clear the obstruction and start construction. 


A. L. NASH. 





STATEMENT OF NEELY & Son, Moscow, IpAHO 


Moscow, Ivano, April 1, 1955. 7 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 
GENTLEMEN: Our taxes are too high now. Let’s not spend more public money 
on a project when private capital can and will do the job. 
Sincerely yours, 
NEELY & Son. 


STATEMENT OF GREGORY M. NEILL, PULLMAN, WASH. 


NEILL’s FLower & Girt SxHop, 
Pullman, Wash., April 1, 1955. 4 
To Whom It May Concern: 


In regard to the controversy of the Hells Canyon development project, I and 
others of this area with whom I have discussed this matter at great length, are 
strongly in favor of the Idaho Power Co. three dam proposal. 

In view of the urgency of power development at a rapid rate in this critical 
area of rapid expansion, it seems that the three-dam proposal is the only answer 
to such a development at anywhere near a reasonable cost. We do not need 
a monumental engineering project or another eighth wonder of the world, but 
rather something that will best serve the area economically. 

Even though power is the prime factor in this development, all other factors 
considered, such as navigation, recreation, and so forth, point to this plan as 
the only practical solution to this very urgent problem. 

Yours sincerely, 
Grecory M. NEILL. 


STATEMENT OF RospertT W. NEILL, PULLMAN, WASH. 
’ 


NEILL FURNITURE STORE, 
Putiman, Wash., April 1, 1955. 
Mr. E. B. Curtis, 
Coordinator of Hells Canyon Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 


Dear Mr. Curtis: We are very much in favor of the private-company de- 
velopment of Hells Canyon. The Congress has said that it does not want to 
build the dam, so let’s let a company that does want the job and that will 
contribute to the tax needs of the area. 

I happen to own property served partly by private power and partly by public 
power. There is no question in my mind where we get the -best service—it’s 
from private power. And in addition to better service, it is gratifying to know 
that the private power is paying its way on the tax rolls the same way as my own 
business. 

Very truly yours, 
Rosert W. NEILL. 
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STATEMENT OF ERNIE NELSEN, LEwisTon, IDAHO 


Tue Bouncer Hove, 
Lewiston, Idaho, April 2, 1955. 
SPNATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 


Dear Srrs: I am opposed to Government in business and competing with pri- 
vate enterprise in their field. 

When we do business with private enterprise we know what taxes are being 
paid and who pays them. When the Government is in business they get the taxes 
out of us by the back-pocket method. 

This Hells Canyon issue has degenerated to the point where it is a question 
of party lines. 

As for the technical aspects of this issue, it should be settled by competent 
engineers and the Federal Power Commission. 

Very truly yours, 
YRNIE NELSEN. 





STATEMENT OF ADRIAN G. NELSON, OROFINO, IDAHO 


OROFINO, IDAHO, March 81, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
United States Senate. 


GENTLEMEN: I am an avowed opponent of the Hells Canyon high dam, fer 
which efforts by some people are trying to have the Federal Government build. 

I am a proponent of the free-enterprise system and in this particular case 
I believe private enterprise should develop this site and other sites along the 
Snake River. Private enterprise has offered to do the job and can do it and has 
the tentative aproval of the Federal Power Commission to build three dams in 
the Snake River. Why not let private enterprise build them? No Government 
funds will be required to do this with private enterprise in the picture. 

The State of Idaho is the loser with a high Federal Hells Canyon Dam. With 
a Federal high dam we will lose tax base which the State of Idaho needs badly. 
With private enterprise we will receive $3 million annually in taxes. The private 
taxes in Idaho and the kilowatt tax from private development would provide 
annually a renewable source of income of utmost important to every Idaho 
taxpayer. 

The Bonneville Power Administration predicted in October 1949 that in the 
next 10 years 80 percent of the power from Hells Canyon would go to the coast 
and only 20 percent would be used in Idaho. 

It appears to me that storage for irrigation at Hells Canyon would be com- 
pletely nil, as by the time the water got to that point it will have passed the large 
potential irrigation area of southern Idaho, further reducing tax values in Idaho. 

I believe that depletion of Snake River water by irrigation will make repay- 
ment costs of a high dam impractical. We need water for irrigation. 

If the Hells Canyon high dam power goes into the Bonneville power pool and 
resold at a lower rate than can actually be produced then it should be con- 
ceded that everyone stands to lose. 

I feel that construction of the Hells Canyon high dam is another step toward 
socialization of our country. Our Nation was founded on the free-enterprise 
system and I believe that where private enterprise can do the job it should be 
given that opportunity to do so. 

ADRIAN G. NELSON. 





STATEMENT OF ANTON NELSON, BENEWAH County, IDAHO 


To the Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, United States Senate, Lewis- 
ton, Idaho. 


Mr. CHAIRMAN: My name is Anton Nelson and I have been a resident of 
Benewah County for the past 25 years and I am engaged in farming. 

For many years residents in our area tried to get electric service to our farms, 
which we were unable to do until the Clearwater Power Co. was organized and 
brought electric service to us. I believe that the developing of a high dam -at 
the Hells Canyon site to store water and produce power is imperative. This 
stored water will not only increase the electric energy below Hells Canyon, but 
it will also help to relieve the power shortage that we have in this area. 
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I would like to see the Hells Canyon site developed in order to provide more 


natural flow water for navigation. 
ANTON NELSON. 


STATEMENT OF ELMER E. NELSON, Moscow, IDAHO, 


Moscow, IpAHo, April 1, 1955, 
The SENATE INVESTIGATING COMITTEE : 

This letter is written on behalf of your deliberations relative to the Hells 
Canyon problem. 

If I remember my history, this great country of ours was built by the efforts 
of many people who felt that private industry was the backbone of our progress. 
During your lifetime and mine we have witnessed the building of the great 
Pacific Northwest to a point where it now represents a home, not only for many 
people but both industry and Government have seen its possibilities and have 
established plants and offices in our midst. 

The development of waterpower for the production of electricity has been 
responsible for the rapid progress we have made. Private power companies 
have done a remarkable job in the development of power-producing plants and 
will continue to do so in the future if given the opportunity. 

I guess I am a little old-fashioned in believing that private industry should 
be given the first opportunity to build power dams, and only when they refuse or 
fail to do so should Government step into the picture. However, I still believe 
this, and as I have lived in Idaho many years and have observed the progress 
and results of Idaho Power Co’s efforts in Idaho I believe that they can and 
should be the one to build the Hells Canyon dams. 

Many dollars of taxes would be provided by this method over having the 
project supported by tax dollars. 

There are many reasons why I believe careful consideration should be given 
to the Idaho Power Co. plan, and I feel certain that after considering all the 
facts your committee will arrive at the correct decision. 

Let’s give private industry an opportunity to again prove to the citizens of 
Idaho and the country at large that we still have faith in our ability to do a 
good job when given the opportunity. 


Very truly yours, 
EvMER B. NELSON. 





STATEMENT OF E. B. Newsome, Moscow, Ipano 


Moscow, IpaHo, April 1, 19.55. 
SENATE INTERTOR COM MITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

FENTLEMEN : As a resident of Moscow, Idaho, and of the State of Idaho, I 
would like to add my name to the list of supporters of the Idaho Power Co. and 
to let you know that my vote would go to allowing private enterprise to build 
dams as proposed for a long time in our area. 

The state of affairs as it is now with our Federal tax structure seems to be in 
a precarious enough situation without throwing more money onto the public 
debt. Let the burden of building this dam fall where it rightfully belongs, on 
the shoulders of private industry, and let the people who use this power pay 
the bill for supplying it. 

I firmly believe that rather than taking businesses off of the tax rolls that 
private business should be encouraged and allowed to pay a just tax rather than 
to have the Federal Government take over business that can be better handled 
by private funds. 

It is my sincere hope that enough people in our part of the country share my 
opinion and that we can get these much-needed dams built with private capital. 

Very truly yours, 
E. B. Newsome. 
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STATEMENT OF JAMES K. O’ Toone, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IDAHO, April 4, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 

GENTLEMEN : I have followed with interest both sides of the testimony on the 
Hells Canyon Dam issue. Even though the proponents of Hells Canyon have 
made a political football out of it, one cannot evade the real issues involved. 

The issues as I see them are as follows: Overall comprehensive river develop- 
ment, navigation, flood control, irrigation, and certainly not to be overlooked is 
the cost per killowatt-hour on the original investment. When one considers these 
issues are of such technical nature, he realizes the answers do not lie in the 
hands of leftwing minority groups or politicians. The answers do lie in the 
hands of a competent, impartial professional group called the Federal Power 
Commission. 

Very truly yours, 
JAMES K. O'TOOLE. 


STATEMENT OF R. H, Ovup, OrRoFINO, IDAHO 


Oup HARDWARE & FURNITURE Co., 
Orofino, Idaho, March 31, 1955. 
Senator JAMES E. Murray, 
Chairman of the Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
Washington, D.C. 


DEAR Sik: I am opposed to the Federal Government building a high dam at 
Hells Canyon for the following reasons: 

(1) It will take too long to get into production of the power so urgently 
needed. ; 

(2) The high dam in my opinion is not the most feasible nor the most eco- 
nomical type for use on the Snake River. The three low-head dams proposed 
by Idaho Power Co. in my opinion are right in every way. 

(3) I am a believer in private power and feel that whenever private capital 
is ready and willing to build adequate dams that these companies should be 
allowed and encouraged to do so. Furthermore, I feel that the construction 
of this dam on the Snake River by the Federal Government is just another step 
toward socialism. Our Nation has grown to its present greatness under private 
enterprise and I fear for its future unless this trend is checked. 

(4) As a taxpayer of Idaho I feel that we in Idaho need more private property 
to strengthen our tax base. Idaho already has too many nontaxpaying Federal 
holdings. 

Yours truly, 
R. H. Ovup. 


STATEMENT OF LEONARD PALMER, PRESIDENT, IWA-—CIO, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IpAHO, March 29, 1955. 
Unrrep STATES SENATE INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 


GENTLEMEN: My name is Leonard Palmer. I have the honor of being presi- 
dent of local 10-364, IWA-—CIO, which has the bargaining rights over approxi- 
mately 1,250 employees at the Clearwater unit of Potlatch Forests, Inc., here 
in Lewiston. It is a known fact that membership of local 10-864 have gone on 
record of being in favor of Hells Canyon Dam. We are very much interested 
in the future, not only for this generation, but the generations to come. 

Industries of all types have made surveys on the possibility of coming into 
the State of Idaho, and in practically all cases have turned away from this 
State because it wasn’t feasible to enter an area where there is not enough 
economic power to operate. The Almighty.God gave each of us a pair of 
hands, legs, a strong back, and a mind. Also He blessed us with natural re- 
sources. These resources belong to the people and not to private monopolies who 
are striving to make a profit from that which belongs to us, the people. 

Let’s build Hells Canyon Dam so we can begin to break the surface on the man 
resources we do have. ; 

With Hells Canyon Dam and economic power, this State will be more appeal- 
ing to industry, have more jobs, have less unemployment, and will be able to 
take our rightful place in the prosperity and growth of the entire Nation. 
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We, of local 10-864, sincerely hope that the United States Senate Interior 
and Insular Affairs Committee will recommend that Hells Canyon Dam be 
built. 

Respectfully yours, 
LEONARD PALMER, President. 


STATEMENT OF PALOUSE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, SIGNED BY THE PRESIDENT AND 
Four TRUSTEES 
Aprit 1, 1955. 
Mr. A. B. Curtis, 
Coordinator of Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 


Dear Mr. Curtis: By far, the largest majority of people residing in the 
Palouse area, are opposed to the Government spending taxpayers’ money to 
build a high dam on the Snake River. 

This is especially true when private capital is available for building dams 
which would be a source of tax revenue for local, State, and Federal bodies. 

We feel the Federal Power Commission is capable of making a decision as to 
who should build power facilities on the Snake River, without the influence 
of high pressure groups. 

Lioyp Manon, 
President, Palouse Chamber of Commerce. 
Henry M. ANKCORN, 
FRANK W. WILLIAMSON, 
E. K. Ropison, 
JoHN BoscorTt, 
Trustees. 


STATEMENT OF Lew Papes, St. Maries, IDAHO 


SENATE COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AFFAIRS, 
Lewiston, Idaho, 


GENTLEMEN : The proposed Hells Canyon high dam controversy resolves itself 
into a matter of fundamental policy and principles: 

Is the great State of Idaho and its interest to be submerged to serve Oregon 
and Washington; and 

Is private enterprise to be liquidated in a Nation made the greatest on the 
face of the earth by the private enterprise system. 

The technical merits of the two proposals—public power or privately con- 
structed dams—are not basic and require no discussion here. The pertinent and 
salient point to be considered is the right and wrong of the matter. 

Are State’s rights to be cast aside? Is Idaho to lose its water, its tax revenues 
from private enterprise, and its control of its own resources? Does the glutton- 
ous appetite of power-hungry public power require another meal off the public 
welfare and the public interest on which to gorge itself? 

The tremendously costly construction of Hells Canyon Dam—a terrific tax 
burden on all the people of the land—could result in but one thing: One more 
huge step toward socialism, and a big bite out of the natural resources of Idaho— 
which is something that belongs to the people of the State by the right of heri- 
tage. 

I oppose the Hells Canyon Dam, and urge that power production be left to 
private industry and water control to the State of Idaho. 

Sincerely, 
Lew PaPpgs, 
Editor, The Gazette-Record, St. Maries, Idaho. 


STATEMENT OF J. C, PARKER, PRESIDENT, IDAHO ASSOCIATION OF HIGHWAY 
Districrs, Moscow, IpAHO 
Marcon 31, 1955. 
Mr. A. B. Curtis, 
Orofino, Idaho, 

Dear Bert: Thanks for your invitation to participate in the hearing to be 
held in Lewiston, April 4, on the Hells Canyon Dam. I am scheduled for a 
highway meeting in Coeur d’Alene on the same date so I am sending this letter, 
but will try and cancel if possible to attend your hearing. 
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I do not wish to enter into discussions as to the pros and cons relative to 
Government-owned yersus public utility systems. They arrive at no definite 
conclusions. I do have a point or two which I should like to express and which 
you may use at the hearing should you so desire. 

I have attended several chamber of commerce meetings relative to dam con- 
struction possibilities at Bruce’s Eddy and Penny Cliffs Dams on the Clearwater, 
with others touching on the Snake and Salmon River development. 

Analyzing the factors concerning these rivers, it appears the Snake River 
is not a flood river and only rises approximately 16 times the low stage during 
high water. Contrary to this, the Clearwater and Salmon are flood rivers and 
have a fluctuation from low stage to an increase estimated at 110 times during 
flood stage. This would indicate the need for flood control to point to the Clear- 
water and Salmon as priority over the Snake. I was amazed that the game 
and fish enthusiasts were able to divert the thinking from the original objective. 
It appeared they succeeded in having the tail wag the dog. 

The issue whether the low dams or the high dams should be constructed on 
the Snake River probably will never be answered. The result in effect will be 
which ones are allowed to be built first. I have listened to all sorts of argu- 
ments for and against Hells Canyon, for and against the low dams, but the 
most potent of all arguments I have neyer heard expressed: that of no dams 
in the river. I believe it has greater potential use. The elevation at Lewiston, 
they say, is 728 feet and at Weiser 2,123 feet above sea level, so we have a rise 
of only 1,400 feet from Lewiston to Weiser. Yes, I am projecting a road in 
my mind from Lewiston to Weiser on the Snake River. No other route ap- 
proaches this elevation without nearly double the 2,000 feet. New Meadows is 
8,800 feet, Tamarack is 4,000, and MeCall is over 5,000 feet. 

I have attended several conferences whose subject was “An All-Weather 
Route to South Idaho.” We use all sorts of schemes to keep roads open during 
ice and snow conditions, but “elevations” is the master key to them all. The 
natural is the Snake River Canyon. True it is that it certainly is a magnani- 
mous undertaking and a hereulean job, but I certainly do not think impossible. 

I have seen this area several times from the air and many miles of it with 
a pair of calked shoes, and I have yet to see the spot in it where a road could 
not be built. Do not forget you must build the road before you can build a 
dam. My impression in flying over it first, of course, is that this is surely 
the place for a dam, and the bigger the better. You certainly wouldn’t ruin 
anything here. However, in weighing all the factors, the right-of-way for a 
highway alone may be worth the price of adam. One thing for sure, you cannot 
have both a high dam and a thoroughfare too. A road in the Snake River 
Canyon would have to be built low down next to the river. The side drainages 
are too deep, so that to get alinement it would be necessary to keep close to 
the river. Whether a series of low dams could be built and still allow a highway 
is a question to be determined. 

Apparently we are on the eve of two vast developments in this country. That 
of atomic power and a multibillion dollar road program. With these two 
thoughts in mind, no dam should be built in the Snake River Canyon without 
first being thoroughly surveyed and approved by a board of designated qualified 
highway engineers. It is possible that the greatest benefit might be had by 
making a thoroughfare in Snake River Canyon and loading the side streams 
with dams to the limit. 

Sincerely yours, 
J. C. PARKER, 
President, Idaho Association of Highway Districts. 





STATEMENT OF GEORGE T. PARKS, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


To the Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, United States Senate: 


My name is George T. Parks. I have been a resident for almost 50 years in this 
great State of Idaho and always have had faith in its advancement and pos- 
sibilities. I am a businessman and property owner in Lewiston and also a 
landowner in Canyon County, in what is known as the dry lake district south 
of Nampa, which is my original homestead of 160 acres that I have paid taxes 
on for over 30 years, always hoping to get water in someway so that I could 
bring it into production. ' 
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I would like to give you a few of my reasons why I want to have a high dam 
built in Hells Canyon. I feel this river belongs to all the people and should 
be used to obtain the most good for them and not be given to a small group to 
control and reap a large profit for themselves. If we expect our country to 
grow and prosper, we must plan to make it possible for us and future generations 
to get the greatest benefit from our natural resources. A good example is the 
Grand Coulee Dam in Washington. There were people who claimed we were 
throwing our money away when we were wanting to build that large dam and 
said we would never use all the power it would produce. After we were able 
to convince enough people otherwise and it was finally built, the demand for 
its power has been more than it can produce along with all the new homes and 
new land it has brought into production. Another proof of this is the large 
increase in population and new industries in the State of Washington compared 
to the small increase in the State of Idaho. 

I would like to cite come of my experiences in the last 35 years in our struggle 
to get ahead and realize some of our ambitions. 

In 1920, my father owned a small dairy farm with two modern houses on 
it, located betwen Nampa and Caldwell, along the main highway and powerline. 
About this time, he bought 80 acres of unimproved land just 2 miles back from 
this highway and powerline. As there were no buildings here, he moved from 
the other property, a house which was wired for electricity and had modern 
plumbing and a large water storage tank in the attic. As there was no electric 
line out that way then to supply us with power, we tried to get the Idaho 
Power Co. to supply us. At that time there was a house every quarter mile, 
between our place and the main line, whose family wanted electricity. We went 
to the power company and they said we would have to build our own line and 
also put up $400 each to guarantee them we would use so much power 
every month. In those days there were very few people who had that much 
money to put up, so as a result, we went without electric power and had to use 
kerosene lights, pump our water and milk our cows by hand, until the REA 
started to build. Then the Idaho Power Co. was more than glad to build their 
own line and furnish us with power in that district. 

When I first homesteaded my land, we were told we would get water for 
irrigation as soon as they built a second dam on the Boise River, which was the 
Anderson Ranch Dam. After that was built, they said the ditches were too 
small to carry the necessary water for our land; in the meantime, the Idaho 
Power Co. had constructed a line that ran about a quarter mile from my place. 
I went once more to them hoping to get power to pump water. They said if 
I would furnish the cost of a transformer, which would be $1,500 or 
more, they would consider letting me have power. I was unable to get my land 
in production and I feel that many of my neighbors had the same problem. 
Therefore, I urge that the high Hells Canyon Dam be built in order to furnish 
enough electricity at a rate which would be an inducement for farmers and 
industry to expand and develop our great country. The increased revenue from 
this new growth will more than repay us. 

Grorce T. Parks, Lewiston, Idaho. 


STATEMENT OF O. H. Parks, Rosaria, WaAsnh. 


RosaLia HaRgpWARE, 
Rosalia, Wash. 
CHAIRMAN OF HELLS CANYON HEARING. 

Dear Str: After much consideration of the Hells Canyon issue, I believe 
it’s to the advantage of small already tax loaded businesses and most taxpaying 
individuals to turn this project over to a private taxpaying enterprise. 

Yours truly, 
O. H. Parks, Manager. 


STATEMENT OF PATRICK J. PARSONS, DEARY, IDAHO 


DEArY, IDAHO, April 1, 1955. 
Re Hells Canyon Dam. 


SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE. 
To Whom It May Corncern: 


It is my contention that power-dam construction should be done by private 
power companies when they are willing to do so. In doing this we reduce 
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Government spending and retain taxable property on tax rolls of the State 
of Idaho, 
PATRICK J. PARSONS, 
Republican Precinct Committee. 


STATEMENT OF PATRONS OF HUSBANDRY, CULDESAC GRANGE No. 337 (CULDESAC, 
IDAHO, SIGNED BY CARL ROHRMAN, MASTER 


A RESOLUTION 


CULDESAC GRANGB No. 337, 
Culdesac, Idaho, March 19, 19655. 
To Interior and Insular Affairs Subcommittee. 


GENTLEMEN: Patrons of Husbandry in regular session, by unanimous vote 
passed the following resolution : 

“Be it resolved that this body favors the construction of the high dam at 
Hells Canyon by the Federal Government as soon as possible; and that copies 
of this resolution be sent to the hearing at Lewiston, Idaho, on April 4, 1955; 
it is also moved and carried that W. H. Bundy be authorized to represent this 
grange at said hearings.” 

Signed and sealed this 19th day of March 1955. 

[SEAL] 

CarRL ROHRMAN, Master, 
FRED CANFIELD, Secretary. 

Testimony: It appears that there is a tremendous shortage of power in the 
Northwest, and that the best way to help relieve this shortage would be by 
construction of Hells Canyon high dam. 

It also appears ‘that Bonneville Power Administration has notified their cus- 
tomers that there will be a 35 percent cut of power right away with possibly 
another 15 percent cut in the near future. Industry wants power and is waiting 
for it. Washington Water Power Co. could supply only a small portion of their 
customers without the Federal dams. The large Snake River is emptying millions 
and millions of kilowatts of energy into the Pacific Ocean. Why not capture and 
use this energy? Practically all granges of north Idaho have adopted resolu- 
tions favoring this dam. 

W. H. Bunpy, Grange Representative. 





STATEMENT OF DAVE PETERSON, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


DAvE’s DrvéGs, 
Lewiston, Idaho, March 31, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN : I am an independent businessman who champions free enterprise. 
To date, I have joined thousands of other businessmen throughout our Nation 
and we are represented and known as the National Federation of Independent 
Business, Inc. In most issues we are represented, in this case Hells Canyon Dam, 
we are not represented and I want to stand on record as opposed to Federal 
construction of the proposed Hells Canyon Dam. 

As a member of the school board, we have a problem common to every State. 
I know the need for tax money for schools as well as roads and other things. 
Federal construction of Hells Canyon will only add to our Federal tax burden 
and will not add one single dollar to our State income. 

We have only to look to our neighboring State of Washington where in- 
creasing ownership of power-generating facilities by public agencies has un- 
doubtedly contributed to the State’s serious tax problem. If a taxpaying power 
company:is willing. to build power dams at Hells Canyon, we would do well to let 
them go ahead and let their tax dollars help keep Idaho solvent. It means that 
I and my fellow citizens of Idaho will have that much less to dig out of our 
pockets. 

DaAve’s Druc Srores, 
Dave PETERSON. 
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STATEMENT OF BE. R. Peterson, OroFINo, lpaHo 


APRIL 1, 1955, 
Untrep STaTes SENATE INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN : AS you are in session, striving to find the right answer to the No. 
1 question in the State of Idaho, Where, how, and by whom, should the Snake 
River dams be built? 

Where? It has been shown by both United States and private engineers, 
that the three low dams will, would, and can give the needed flood control on 
the Snake River, plus irrigation and recreation, to the farmers and residents of 
Idaho. Hells Canyon Dam, will give the lonely, lowly, sheepherder, a vast 
expanse of water to gaze upon. 

How and who should build? Personally, I cannot see why an answer to these 
should be bard to arrive at. We, the taxpayers of this fair State of Idaho, hold, 
own, or control about 20 percent of the lands of Idaho. State and mainly Fed- 
eral owns and controls the 80 percent. Is it any wonder that our taxes are high, 
our roads poor, and our pockets empty, when 80 percent of the State is tax free. 
Now private enterprise can and will build the three low dams, and then pay 
taxes on them. If the Government builds the high dam in Hells Canyon, it 
will be built by money derived from taxes and in turn will be tax free. 

I feel that we, the citizens of Idaho, should not be asked to bow completely 
for the benefit of Federal tax-free setups. Give us a chance to get our head 
above water. Not under the water in Hells Canyon. 

Hoping you gentlemen will always remember that we, the people of Idaho, are 
also interested in free enterprise and not in Government monopoly of all the 
sources of taxes in our State. 

Thanking you now to remember Idaho. 

Very truly yours, 
E. R. PETERSON. 


STATEMENT OF SARAH A. PICKARD, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IDAHO, 


SENATE SUBCOMMITTEE OF HetLs CANYON Dam, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 


DEAR Sirs: I feel that it is very necessary for Hells Canyon Dam to be built, 
as there is a great need for it. I feel that these dams should be owned by the 
Government rather than by private companies. 

SaRAH A. PICKARD. 


STATEMENT OF H. B. Procror, Mayor, Ciry or PALOUSE, WASH. 


PALOUSE, WASH., April 1, 1955. 
Mr. A. B. Curtis, 
Coordinator of Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 


Dear MR. Curtis: With economic conditions of our country as they are today, 
our feeling is that private industry would be able to get an equal amount of 
energy for less money than the Federal Government. 

We feel that private capital would build a substantial structure that was for 
the purpose of generating power for less money in less time and not so much for 
monumental appearance. Therefore I feel that private capital should be used 
to build Hells Canyon Dam. 

H. B. Proctor, Mayor. 


STATEMENT OF HowaArp L. PRopsT, OrOFINO, IDAHO 


Propst VARIETY STORE, 
Orofino, Idaho, April 4, 1955. 
To the INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
United States Senate. 
Mr. Chairman, distinguished Members of both Houses of Congress: I well 
remember as a young fellow some 60 or more years ago, the same hue and cry: 
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“It will drain Snake River dry if the proposed irrigation is put through and the 
people of Weiser-Payette country will have no water.” But when it was put 
through the fall in water in the river was hardly noticeable; and all the balance 
of irrigable land in southern Idaho if put under irrigation, the fall in water 
would searcely be noticeable, as the Snake is a mighty river; besides there are 
four rivers that empty into the Snake below this contention about “water rights 
for irrigation,” and besides there is a law which protects irrigation above all 
other uses. These rivers I mention are the Owyhee, Weiser, Payette, and Mal- 
huer, and they alone would fill the proposed high Federal dam at Hells Canyon. 

This does not mean I am against Bruces Eddy: I am for it too; and then we 
would hardly have enough power for the development of this part of the 
Northwest. 

Three low dams built by the Idaho Power Co. would block forever the pro- 
posed high Federal dam on the best power site in the United States. 

Then there is the Governor of Washington who has for his State 3 or 4 Federal 
dams, of which Oregon and Idaho has helped build with our taxes; so now he 
does not want Washington to help us, as Washington has all the dams they 
need; but Oregon and Idaho can do without the Federal dams as far as the 
Governor of Washington is concerned. 

I am disappointed in the stand of some of our high officials in Government who 
have come out against our proposed high Federal dam. 

The writer has been up and down most of the Snake River in my 83 years, in 
the Northwest, and I know whereof I speak. 

In my opinion, the Federal high dam in Hells Canyon on the Snake River will 
eventually pay for itself indirectly with tourist trade as well as savings on 
power rates. 7 

Therefore, I am in favor of the Federal Dam in Hells Canyon, 


Howarp L. Propst. 


STATEMENT OF JESSIE M. Propst, Ororrno, IDAHO 


APRIL 4, 1955. 
To the INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
United States Senate. 

Mr. Chairman, distinguished Members of both Houses of Congress : 

Here is my testimony for I am in favor of the high Federal dam in Hells 
Canyon, and I know of others here who are for it, like ourselves. 

As'I see it, this is not a political dam, as our Senator Henry Dworshak says. 
A political issue, perhaps; but some good Republicans are for the high dam, in- 
cluding myself. Just a difference of opinion, but not a quarrel. 

The Democrats had a lot to accomplish with war on hand, and the Grand 
Coulee Dam, McNary Dam at Umatilla, etc. We all helped then; the Republicans 
should be willing to help now, for this is a must. We need this big high Federal 
dam on the Snake River for future development of our great West. 

If Idaho Power Co. built their three smaller dams they would ruin our plans 
forever; and we would pay for them many times over in higher power rates 
during the years to come. 

We praise Senator Paul Douglas of Illinois, and the Governor of Tennessee, for 
the stand they have taken in favor of the high Federal dam in Hells Canyon. 

JESSIE M. Propst, Orofino, Idaho. 


STATEMENT OF L. R. PuGu, PRESIDENT, THE St. MARIES LUMBER Co., St’. MARIES, 
IDAHO 
St. Mariks, Ipano, April 4, 1955. 


SENATE COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN : AS small-business men, we believe that the taxation situation in 
Idaho is very acute, and taxable lands and industries taken away from the State 
will not help us. 

Each year our States, counties, and school districts need more money and each 
year, under the guise of public benefit, we take more and more taxpaying busi- 
nesses off the tax rolls. 

It appears to me that Congress has indicated several times that it does not 
want to build Hells Canyon Dam, so let’s let a company develop the site that does 
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want to do the job, and that will contribute to Idaho’s tax needs in exchange for 
the opportunity. It seems to me that it would be foolish to destroy private enter- 
prise when it has done so much to build this portion of the Northwest. 
Yours very truly, 
L. R. Puen, 
President, the St. Maries Lumber Co. 


STATEMENT OF C. R. PYLes, Nez Perce, IDAHO 


I have written down a few of my convictions on this controversial Hells Canyon 
Dam. 

First, I am first a firm believer in our Government retaining our God-given 
natural resources for all the people. That goes for our tidelands oil, too. 

Second, I believe our Government should recognize and protect the riparian 
rights of the irrigated farmers of southern Idaho, which I think they could do 
with the impounding of millions of acre-feet of water behind a high dam to be 
used through the turbines during the low periods of the river. 

Third, let’s not be nearsighted and selfish; let’s do as our forefathers did— 
look into the future. If we do I am sure we can see a great industrial empire 
with revenue pouring into our United States Treasury after these dams are paid 
for, reducing our taxes and creating jobs for our coming generations. 

I am sick and tired of this propaganda being spread of the people in the south- 
ern part of the State being robbed of their irrigation water. A third of the irri- 
gation season is over before the floodwaters have ceased to flow and that is why 
we advocate a high dam so as to impound that water that goes to waste during 
the flood period so we can keep the even flow of the river the year around, so 
that all the dams on the Snake and Columbia below Hells Canyon may be kept 
full. I have stood on the banks of the great Snake River and watched millions 
of acre-feet of water going to waste and causing floods and fear when it could be 
impounded behind a high dam. 

On the other hand, have we any assurance that the three low dams that the 
Idaho Power is spending thousands of dollars of the people’s money to convince 
the public how much better they are will ever be built? Are there any benefits 
from one or more low dams other than electric power? After the Idaho Power 
Co. has built one low dam and has control of the great Hells Canyon the high 
dam with its many benefits would be lost to the people forever. I would ask 
you to consider these points very seriously before coming to any decision. 


C. R. PYLEs, 
A Grassroots Farmer. 


STATEMENT OF GEORGE R. RapForD, STATE SENATOR, BENEWAH County, IDAHO 


St. Maries, Ipano, April 4, 1955. 
SENATE COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
Helis Canyon Dam Hearing, Lewiston, Idaho. 


GENTLEMEN: It seems to me that the citizens of Idaho can profit by the tax 
situation in some of our neighboring States, particularly the State of Wash- 
ington, where increasing ownership of power generating facilities by public agen- 
cies has undoubtedly contributed to the State’s serious tax problem. If a tax- 
paying power company is willing to build the power dams at Hells Canyon we 
would do well to let them go ahead and do it, and in that way we would be 
able to let their tax dollars help keep Idaho solvent. 

It certainly means that the residents and taxpayers in Idaho will have that 
much less to dig up out of their own pockets. With two-thirds of the lands 
within the boundaries of Idaho already owned by the State or Federal Gov- 
ernment, turning over of our water resources to the Federal Government is one 
more industry that will be taken off the tax rolls. 

Yours very truly, 


Geo. R. Raprorp, 
State Senator, Benewah County, 
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STATEMENT OF ALLAN RAMEY, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


Lewiston, Idaho, April 2, 1955. 


SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D.C. 


GENTLEMEN: I am opposed to the big dam at the Hells Canyon site because 
we need the power now, and if the high dam is ever authorized and built, it will 
take so long that it will be practically useless for the purpose for which it was 
intended. 

Also, having a Federal dam at Hells Canyon will stimulate the so-called public- 
power advocates to demand Federal dams at Mountain Sheep and Pleasant Val- 
ley instead of private construction. If this happened, that is, tying up private 
construction at these sites, there would be such a dearth of power when it is 
really needed that the entire economy of the Pacific Northwest would be serious- 
lv affected. 

Also, the low power rates that we now enjoy would be nonexistent and the State 
of Idaho would receive no taxation money from private enterprise which it 
sorely needs to bolster its economy. 

Let’s have private enterprise and have power available when it is needed. 
Thank you. 


ALLAN RAMEY, 
Ramey’s Texaco Service Station. 


STATEMENT OF L. J. RANDALL, PRESIDENT, HECLA MINING Co., WALLACE, IDAHO 


APRIL 1, 1955. 
RALPH WICKBERG, 
State Representative, 
Kellogg, Idaho. 

DEAR RALPH: I am sorry that it will be impossible for me to attend the Hells 
Canyon hearing in Lewiston on Monday, April 4. However, my opinion as a 
taxpayer and citizen is set forth as follows: 

It seems to be quite generally agreed that a dam should be constructed on the 
Snake River. The question remaining is whether it should be the so-called 
high dam or three low dams. If the high dam is constructed, it is to be financed 
hy public funds provided by taxpayers; whereas, private industry stands ready 
to build the three low dams. 

I do not feel qualified to discuss the type of dam which should be constructed 
to best serve the general public and the people of Idaho in particular. However, 
I very definitely feel that private industry should have a better knowledge of the 
type of dam needed than would a group of public officials who ultimately stand to 
gain through publie patronage. 

It seems ridiculous to argue the point as to whether private funds or public 
funds should be given priority. Certainly most Americans must admit, if they 
believe in our American system, that private industry operates in a much more 
efficient manner than does any Government department or agency. If we cannot 
acknowledge this as being a fact, then God help us 10 years from now. If Govern- 
ment is to control the electric power, then indirectly it will utimately be in a 
position to control the end product derived from the use of power regardless of 
what anyone says to the contrary. 

Taxwise, many of the people of Idaho who oppose the low dams are being 
“kidded” into the belief that they are going to buy their power cheaper through 
public ownership and operation. Of course, it is true that the consumer, buying 
public power, will not be compelled to indirectly pay burdensome taxes which 
are assessed against private industry. Obviously under such an arrangement 
he should expect his power bill to be somewhat less in spite of more efficient 
operation through’ private ownership. However, his personal income will be 
tapped to provide the funds for construction of a publicly owned plant. Further- 
more, a publicly owned plant will pay comparatively little Federal and State 
taxes, and again the man in the street will make up the difference through 
increased personal taxation. 

The American people must be sufficiently concerned with our present enormous 
national debt and annual servicing charges for interest assessed thereon to 
realize that ultimately we will go bankrupt unless our budget is balanced, and 
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certainly we cannot balance any budget if we continue to pour more and more 
Federal funds into projects of this nature. 

In conclusion, the Sullivan Mining Co., of which I am president, and which is 
owned 50 percent by Hecla and 50 percent by Bunker Hill, operates the elec- 
trolytic zine plant at Kellogg. This zine plant is considered to be Washington 
Water Power’s largest consumer of electric power. Officials of Sullivan Mining 
Co. are unanimously opposed to the use of Federal funds for this project, and 
we thoroughly urge the use of private funds which will not only result in more 
efficient operation but a broadened tax base for the people of the State of Idaho, 
and Idaho is sorely in need of increasing its tax base and resultant sources of 
tax revenue therefrom. 

Yours respectfully, 
L. J. RANDALL, President. 


STATEMENT OF LEN J. RaASCHKA, OROFINO, IDAHO 


RIVERSIDE MARKET, 
Orofino, Idaho, April 4, 1955. 
SENATE INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

Dear Strs: I do not believe that the proposed Hells Canyon Dam would be 
in the best interest of the people of Idaho and the Nation. 

It is my opinion that when private industry can do the job that they should 
be allowed to do so for the tax benefits that would be derived and the saving 
of taxpayers money. 

I, therefore, would like to go on record as being opposed to Federal construction 
of the Hells Canyon Dam project. 

Yours truly, 
Len J. RascuKa. 


STATEMENT OF R. H. Rawey, KENprick, IDAHO 


KENDRICK, Ipano, April 1, 1955. 
Subject : Hells Canyon Dam. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE : 
I wish to go on record as being against a proposal for the United States Gov- 
ernment to build Hells Canyon Dam. 
We need all the electric power we can get, but feel any dam built should be 
done by private-power interests. 
Yours truly, 
R. H. Rawey, 
Republican Precinct Committeeman. 


STATEMENT OF Mr. AND Mrs. Tim Rets, Ororrno, IDAHO 


OrRoFINO, IDAHO, April 1, 1955. 


SUBCOMMITTEE, SENATE INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D. C. 


GENTLEMEN: We wish to go on record as opposing the construction of Hells 
Canyon Dam by the Government through the use of Federal funds, because 
we believe in financing the development of our natural resources where possible, 
with private capital. In the State of Idaho, this would establish a broader 
tax base and enable the people of the State to upgrade their schools, highways, 
and public institutions. The construction of three low-head dams on the Snake 
River with private capital would give Idaho a fairer share of the irrigation 
benefits and power output than would be possible under a Hells Canyon Dam. 

The State of Idaho already has more than its share of Government ownership 
of lands, among them some of our prime resources, and the addition of a Gov- 
ernment-owned dam would add to the load of nontaxable or non-revenue- 
producing areas. 

The statement made by President Eisenhower some time ago that wherever 
possible, Government agencies should withdraw from the scene of any project 
when adequate arrangements can be made through private enterprise, strikes 
# sympathetic chord in us. We feel, as thousands of other do, that we should 
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follow his advice, and, in this case, register our opposition to the Hells Canyon 
Dam being constructed with Federal funds. 
Very respectfully yours, 
Tim REIs. 
MELVA REIs. 


STATEMENT OF Roy R. Riee_e, CLARKSTON, WASH. 


CLARKSTON, Wasu., April 1, 1955. 
SENATE SUBCOMMITTEE, HELLS CANYON HEARING, 
Lewis-Clark Hotel, Lewiston, Idaho. 

HONORABLE GENTLEMEN: I was born in Texas and have lived in California, 
Oregon, and now in Washington. I do not see why there is all this argument 
over Hells Canyon Dam. I do not see why all the people in the States where I 
have lived and all the other States should be taxed for the construction of this 
Federal high dam. It has already been argued by those who have made a 
thorough study of it. I understand that the private electric utility in that area 
stands ready and able to develop that portion on the Snake River. What we 
need, as it appears to me from news items that interruptible power to the alum- 
inum company has been curtailed, is more powerplants started. 

I am opposed to the construction of the high Hells Canyon Dam by the Federal 
Government. Iam in favor of it being built by the local private power company. 

Respectfully yours, 
Roy R. Riese. 


* 


STATEMENT oF C. E. Roser; Lewiston OrcHARpDS, IDAHO 


My name is C. E. Robel. I am a retired builder and construction man. 

I have been employed on highway, mining, railroad, and other construction 
in much of the State, thus I am quite well versed in the economy and require- 
ments of our people. 

It appears to me that we should have more manufacturing and processing 
of our raw materials, hence more electric energy, which a high dam at Hells 
Canyon would provide. 

I have viewed the Snake River at different periods in well over 30 years and 
detect very little change in the volume of same at the bend near Huntington, Oreg., 
in that time, which prompts me to conclude that there is and will be enough 
water at all times to fill the proposed. reservoir. 

In the time I have resided in the State, the Reclamation Bureau has developed 
many thousand aeres. Their policy has been to furnish water to the land and 
after such a continuous favorable record, I am reluctant to believe that they 
would reverse their policy and withold water for power purposes, if the high 
dam were built at Hells Canyon. 

Furthermore, I consider persons who promote distrust and suspicion toward 
Federal agencies, without evidence of misconduct by them, as unjust and 
unpatriotic. ; 

I have complete confidence in the Bureau of Reclamation. 

Sincerely, 
©. BE. Roset. 


STATEMENT OF JAMES T. ROBERTS, PULLMAN, WASH. 


PULLMAN, WAsH., March 31, 1955. 
Mr. A. B. Curtis, 
Coordinator, Hells Dam Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 


Dear Mr. Curtis: Due to the fact that I will be unable to attend the hearing 
scheduled at Lewiston, Idaho, I wish at this time to give you my opinion on the 
building of this dam. I am a citizen of Pullman, Wash., and a taxpayer. 

I am not qualified to state whether this dam should or should not be built. I 
am 100 percent against this or any such dams being built by a Government 
agency. I feel that these dams should be built by private enterprise so that 
they will be on the tax rolls. 

For years I have been buying my electricity from the Washington Water Power 
Co., and the rates charged and the service given have been more than satisfactory. 
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I do not want our Government to have anything to do with these dams except 
in a regulatory capacity. 
Very truly yours, 
JAMES T. ROBERTS. 





STATEMENT OF HARMER RoRESON, ASOTIN, WASH. 


ASOTIN, WASH., April 2, 1955. 


SENATE SusBcOM MITTEE, HELLS CANYON DAM HEARING, 
Lewis-Clark Hotel, Lewiston, Idaho. 


HoNoRABLE GENTLEMEN: I believe the Government should produce nothing 
which the people can produce through private industry. I am, therefore, op- 
posed to Federal construction of the high Hells Canyon Dam. 

I believe that private industry is in a position to develop the water resources 
of this region at far less expense and in a far shorter time than the Federal Gov- 
ernment, if granted the permission to do so. 

I think that the same amount of funds spent on highways and allow private 
industry to develop waterpower, would save the people money and result in more 
benefits to all concerned. 

If we, the people, continue to ask for more and more Government expense for 
our benefit, the time cannot be too far off when the Government will of necessity 
have to assume full control of all industry, and the end is socialism. 

Yours truly, 
HARMER ROBESON. 


STATEMENT OF L. C. ROBINSON, SUPERINTENDENT, Moscow Pusiic SCHOOLS, 
Moscow, IDAHO 


APRIL 2, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 


GENTLEMEN: As a citizen of Idaho it is my belief that it will be to the best 
interests of the State and the long-range best interests of the Pacific Northwest 
ito encourage the development of low dams on the Snake River by private 
interests rather than to construct a federally financed high dam. It would pre- 
serve the American tradition of free enterprise and create taxable property 
values much needed in a State which already has large areas of Federal lands 
not subject to taxation. 

Sincerely yours, 






L. C. Rosprnson, 
Superintendent. 












STATEMENT OF RicHARD L. AND Mrs. Vrora Rory, District MANAGER, IDAHO 
MUTUAL BENEFIT ASSOCIATION 



















UNITED STATES SENATE RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE: 

We in this area, wish to see a high Federal dam built in Hells Canyon be- 
cause it means lower power rates, which will induce more private industry to 
move into the State of Idaho. 

It also means a larger storage of water which in the future, due to the increase 
in population, there may be a shortage. 

Also the storage means flood control and navigation which means lower freight 
rates in this area. 

It will also increase the output of firm power on all downriver dams. 

We are looking forward to the day when this high Federal Hells Canyon Dam 
will be built. According to the Army engineers’ 308 report and full river com- 
prehensive development can be realized on this one last large dam. 


RicHarp L. Rosy, 
Mrs, VioLa Rosy, District Manager. 
IpAHO MUTUAL BENEFIT ASSOCIATION, 
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STATEMENT OF INTERNATIONAL WoopworKeErs OF AMERICA, LOcAL 10-119, Corur 
D’ALENE, IDAHO, SIGNED By Howarp Rok, Business AGENT 


Coeur d'Alene Lake, situated in Kootenai County of north Idaho, is the water 
storage basin for the Washington Water Power Co.’s string of dams on the 
Spokane River, from Post Falls, Idaho, to where the Spokane River empties 
into the Columbia River. 

In January of this year, the drawdown on Lake Coeur d’Alene was so ex- 
cessive that the sawmills situated on Lake Coeur d’Alene and the Spokane 
River as far as Post Falls, were threatened with a shutdown for reason of lack 
of water to either float the logs to the mills or get them into the mills for 
processing. 

This sharp drawdown was due, in our opinion, to the power shortage here in 
Northwest, created by expanding industry and lack 6f power-producing dams. 

Had the shutdown of the mills occurred, approximately 1,000 production em- 
ployees would have been thrown out of work in Coeur d’Alene, Idaho, and the 
immediate vicinity, which would certainly have had an adverse effect on the 
economy of the communities involved. 

It is the opinion of my local union, the International Woodworkers of America, 
CLO, Local 10-119, Coeur d’Alene, Idaho, that the Hells Canyon high dam should 
be built by the Government to overcome any future power shortages, such as 
experienced this winter. Our local union certainly recommends to this com- 
mitteee, this high dam be built. 

Attached with this statement is some newspaper clippings, and a letter re- 
ceived by me from Mark R. Kulp, State of Idaho reclamation engineer, bearing 
our my statements. 

Respectfully submitted by 

Howarp Rog, 
Business Agent, International Woodworkers of America, OIO, 
Locat 10-119, Coeur @Alene, Idaho. 





LOW LAKE LEVEL MAY FORCE OHIO MATCH TO CLOSE 


A sharp draw-down of the level of Lake Coeur d’Alene by the Washington 
Water Power Co. threatened Monday to close the Ohio Match Co. mill here. 

The WWP said at Spokane that operations at its Post Falls powerplant on 
the Spokane River would be adjusted Tuesday in an effort to raise the level 
6 inches. 

J. A. Sanford, general manager of Ohio Match, said 475 employees will be 
laid off Tuesday unless the river level is raised 6 inches. 

He said a drop of 6 inches in the river level over the weekend made it impossi- 
ble to tow logs from the lake through the mouth of the river to the Ohio plant 
a short distance down the river from here. 

The lake, which flows into the Spokane River, had a level of 2121.84 feet above 
sea level Monday. 

Howard Roe, business agent for local 10-119, IWA-CIO said today that he 
has contacted United States Representative Gracie Pfost (Democrat, Idaho), 
telling her of the present situation here concerning the lake level and asking 
for any assistance. 


OHIO MATCH PLANT CONTINUES OPERATION AS RIVER COMES UP 


The Ohio Match Co. was able to continue operations today when water in the 
Spokane River rose about a foot overnight, John Sanford, general manager, said 
today. 

Yesterday Sanford said that unless the river came up 6 inches, it would be 
necessary to suspend operations today, laying off 475 employees. 

The higher water level was expected to be noticeable in the lake soon. Today 
the lake level was reported by the Idaho Water Co. as 2121.78 feet, a drop of .06 
of a foot during the last 24 hours. 

The Washington Water Power Co., at Spokane, said it raised the level by 
cutting back operations at its nearby Post Falls generating plant. 

Loran A. Eisele, WWP operating engineer at Spokane, said power production 
at Post Falls was cut to back up water. 
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STATE OF IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF RECLAMATION, 
Boise, January 31, 1955. 
Mr. Howarp Roe, 
Business Agent, IWA—CIO, Local 10-119, 
Coeur @ Alene, Idaho. 

Dear Mr. Rok: Secretary of State, Ira Masters, has referred your letter of 
January 18, 1955, to this department for information or answer. 

Lake Coeur d’Alene and the Spokane River are regulated together by the Wash- 
ington Water Power Co. Dam at Post Falls most of the year, especially while 
stored water is being used. The usual annual exception is during the spring 
snowmelt runoff when the gates at Post Falls are opened and the river seeks 
its own gradient and the lake level is controlled by the natural outlet at its 
lower end. 

The State does not question the right of the Washington Water Power Co. to « 
draw the lake down to its natural low-water level which is controlled by the 
natural barrier where the river leaves the lake and which natural low-water level 
is about elevation 2,120. 

The elevation given in the clippings is 2,121.84 feet, or 1.84 feet above the 
natural low, which would probably have been reached late in the fall or early 
in the winter under natural conditions of no regulation at Post Falls. 

Post Falls Dam was built about 50 years ago and a State permit issued and 
the only controversy the State and the power company engaged in was a maxi- 
mum level. The State does not question the right of the power company to 
regulate between 2,120 and 2,126.50. 

I have been informed that the Atlas Tie Co. and the Ohio Match Co. have had 
conferences with the power company and are working harmoniously together. 

Very truly yours, 
Mark R. Kure, 
State Reclamation Engineer. 


STATEMENT oF W. R. Rovust, LewisTon, IDAHO 






INLAND Moror FREIGHT, 
Lewiston, Idaho, April 1, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN : It would seem to me that arguing the merits of Hells Canyon Dam 
is useless at this time. 

The decision should be left for the Federal Power Commission to decide using 
the already long testimony they have received from experts. 

I believe in private enterprise which pays taxes to support our schools, high- 
ways, city and county government as well as State and Federal Government. 

I am strongly opposed to the Federal Government entering any competitive 
business in any way, shape, or form, believing that the proper role for Govern- 
ment is in regulation and not competition. 

Respectfully yours, 
W. R. Rous, District Manager. 


STATEMENT OF Det Row1anp, PULLMAN, WASH. 






PULLMAN LAUNDRY, 
Puliman, Wash., April 1, 1955. 
Mr. E. B. Curtis, 


Coordinator of Hells Canyon Hearing, 

Lewiston, Idaho. 

i Dear Str: The Pacific Northwest needs more power now. Why not take the 

Federal Power Commission’s decision as it stands and allow the Idaho Power Co. 

to build the dams on the Snake River. It will save the taxpayers money and get 

more power to the Pacific Northwest faster. 

Yours very truly, 
Dri RowLanp. 
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STATEMENT OF OTTO SCHUPFER, KENDRICK, IDAHO 


PoTLatcH TELEPHONE Co., 
Kendrick, Idaho, April 1, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE: 

Concerning the building of Hells Canyon Dam, we think that if a taxpaying 
company is willing to invest the money to build power dams we would do well 
to let them do so. The Government should not interfere with any private 
enterprise that is willing to spend money to build something that is good for 
the country, whether it is power dams or something else, 

Private companies are regulated by the State or other Federal agencies, but 
Government-owned systems get out of control of the State or local agencies and 
are not run in a democratic way, “government of the people, for the people, and 
by the people.” 

For example, take the postal change that was made here on March 1. The 
people were not given any chance to express their opinion, the State of Idaho 
does not have any say in it; it was all handled by men from the State of Wash 
ington. We are told how much it has improved the service, but in reality, in 
this community it has slowed it down as much as 24 hours, and with no improve- 
ment whatsoever that I have heard of. 

Let us let private enterprise do the jobs that they can do and get things 
on the taxroll in place of taking the taxpayers’ money to do things with. 

THe PormatcH TELEPHONE Co. 
By Orro ScHuprer, Manager. 


STATEMENT OF JAMES H. Spe._Ey, Puri MAN, WASH. 


SEELEY HARDWARE, 
Pullman, Wash., April 4, 1955. 


I am opposed to the Government construction and subsequent ownership of 
power dams and installations. In my opinion they can be constructed, operated, 
and maintained more successfully by private enterprise, which private enterprise 
will contribute to both national and local economy, rather than be a drain o1 
deprivation of such economy. TVA is, of course, the basis for all arguments, 
both pro and con the question of ownership, but advocates for Government spon- 
sorship seem to me not to take into fair consideration the fact that it has not 
been self-supporting, and has had congressional appropriations each year in order 
to maintain itself. Consequently, if the Government enters further into the 
hydroelectric field, in the place of able private corporations, an increased. tax 
burden will be loaded upon the public unnecessarily. Land and industry which, 
in private hands, would be paying Federal and State taxes, will otherwise be 
nonassessible. Already an unbelievably small portion of the three Northwestern 
States is taxable; in the State of Washington, according to 1940 figures, less 
than 26 percent of the total acreage was subject to taxes. When private industry 
is neither desirous nor able to accomplish a purpose, only then is there an excuse 
for the Federal Government to take business into its own hands. 

JAMES H. SEELEY. 


STATEMENT OF JOHN W. SHEPARD, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


To the Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, United States Senate: 

My name is John W. Shepard, and I have lived in the Pacific Northwest for 36 
years and have resided in Lewiston the past 19 vears. 

I was manager of the Lewiston Grain Growers, Inc., a farmer cooperative 
organization serving 4,500 farmer patrons, for 19 vears—retiring during the last 
year. During that time I had a splendid opportunity to sound out the opinion 
of my customers regarding the construction of the high dam at Hells Canyon 
site. In the aggregate, it was their opinion, as well as mine, that a high dam at 
Hells Canyon is imperative in order to coincide with the overall development of 
the Columbia Basin. 

This high dam will be a multiple-purpose dam serving hydroelectric power, as 
well as flood control which is so necessary to protect the lives and property of all 
citizenry below the dam. 
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For 20 years I have been one of the directors of the Inland Empire Waterways 
Association and for about 6 years I was vice president for Idaho. For 7 years, 
I served as vice president for Idaho on the National Rivers and Harbors Con- 
gress. With that experience, and from my discussions with many persons simi- 
larly interested, I firmly believe that the Pacific Northwest needs every kilowatt- 
hour of electricity that can be produced from the area. 

It is also my belief that control of the river by ample storage of water in the 
interest of transportation on our waterways is imperative and necessary to the 
growth of our communities. 

I am a landowner in the State of Oregon and our land is in need of fertiliza- 
tion, but high cost of power—according to my information—has prevented pro- 
duction of fertilizer from raw materials located in the State of Idaho. 

If it were possible for me to attend the meeting of the above-named com- 
mittee, I would so testify. 

JOHN W. SHEPARD. 

APRIL 4, 1955. 


STATEMENT OF R. L. Stmmons, TENSED, IDAHO 


To the Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, United States Senate: 


Mr. Chairman, my name is R. L. Simmons, and I live in Benewah County and 
in the town of Tensed, Idaho. I am engaged in the logging business and have 
been for the past 20 years. I am in favor of the high Hells Canyon Dam because 
I believe it will create more industry within the region because of the additional 
power that it has over the three low dams and also the storage at the high dam 
will help to firm up the power and all the other dams downriver and by doing 
so this is bound to benefit the whole Northwest more than the three smal! dams 
would with a small amount of storage. 
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R. L. SIMMONS. 


STATEMENT OF CARL SIMONS, GENESEE, IDAHO 


THe Exvectric SHop, 
Genesee, Idaho, April 1, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN: May I, as a resident and businessman of Idaho for nearly 30 
years, add my voice to the opposition of a Government-constructed high dam at 
Hells Canyon? 

To me, Federal construction and financing should be only to provide service 
unavailable through other sources. 

In the case of dam construction, the Government has often stated that its 
interest is in multipurpose dams to provide flood control and/or irrigation water 5 
in addition to electric power. i 

Hells Canyon cannot provide either flood control or usable irrigation water 
proportionate to the cost of a high dam. There is no need for flood control on the 
Snake River above the mouth of the Salmon, nor is there a need for balancing 
reservoirs in this part of the river, which is already well under control. 

Would it not be better for the Government to continue to construct dams only 
where there is a real need for multipurpose dams and where Government financing 
is not in competition with private enterprise which is willing and able to provide 
electric power at comparable cost? 

Very truly yours, 











Cart SIMONS. 









STATEMENT OF CLARK SImpson, PULLMAN, WASH. 





PULLMAN, WAsH., April 1, 1955. 

GENTLEMEN : I wish to use this letter as a method of conveying my sentiments 
which are in accord with most private business concerning the construction of 
power dams at Hells Canyon. 


I favor construction of these dams by private electric companies for the follow- 
ing reasons. 
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I have no desire to see my electricity taxes used to produce subsidized power 
for favored consumers. 
I am against the creation of another TVA here in the Pacific Northwest. 
Sincerely, 
CLARK SIMPSON, 
CLARK'S GROCERY AND MARKET. 


STATEMENT OF GEORGE SHREVE, RADIO NEWS REGISTER, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


Re hearing on proposed Hells Canyon Dam. 
APRIL 4, 1955 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION, 
United States Senate. 

Senators: I favor construction of a Federal dam at Hells Canyon as a 
necessary and integral part of the overall development of the Columbia River 
and its tributaries. My reasons are for the economic value of such a project, 
similar to the multipurpose effects of Grand Coulee and Bonneville Dams. Most 
of the reasons are substantially the same as those expressed by other proponents 
of abundance of low-cost power, flood control, upriver storage, and irrigation. 

As a news reporter for 12 years, I realize how public opinions are formed. As 
a reporter in southern Idaho for about 3 years, I am familiar with the farmers’ 
worries about water shortages. I think these are partially due to distorted news 
reporting and partially sound. 

To alleviate the farmers’ worries, I suggest that a strong provision for their 
water rights be incorporated in a Hells Canyon bill. I also suggest that a com 
panion bill or amendment provide for one or more southern Idaho dams pri- 
marily for storage for irrigation water. 

GEORGE SHREVE, 
Radio News Reporter. 


STATEMENT OF G. F. SHIRROD, PULLMAN, WASH. 


PULLMAN, WASH., April 1, 1955. 
Mr. E. B. CuRTIS, 
Coordinator of Hells Canyon Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

Dear Mr. Curtis: With very few exceptions, I believe firmly in private enter- 
prise, not Government ownership. 

Private enterprise has built us into the greatest Nation on earth. It is just 
more efficient. 

If private enterprise lifted us to the top, it should be able to keep us at the 
top. Over the years it has proven to be more workable, more substantial, less 
cluttered with redtape. Has stood on its own feet. Paid its own way. 

I believe strongly in equal rights to all. Am bitterly opposed to discrimina- 
tory taxation—of the individual or of industry. 

I believe in a sound dollar—not one weakened and half destroyed already, 
largely by Government subsidy. 

Yours very truly, 
G. F. SHrrrop. 





STATEMENT OF ORIN H. SMITH, CLARKSTON, WASH. 


ORIN’s RapiIo AND TY, 
Clarkston, Wash., April 1, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Insular Affairs, Washington, D. C. 


GENTLEMEN : If we were trying to decide only whether or not the Federal Gov- 
ernment should- build a dam at Hells-Canyon, we might be justified in supporting 
the spending of millions of Federal dollars for the dam. This, however, is not 
the case. What we are doing here is attempting to destroy private enterprise, 
a private enterprise that can take credit for 99 percent of the development of 
this Nation. Why should we oppose something that has worked so well? A 
private company has offered to develop Hells Canyon, let’s concentrate on jobs 
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that need Government help and let private enterprise go to work when it is willing 
to do the job. Why insist on spending tax dollars when it is not necessary? 
Very truly yours, 
ORIN H. SMITH. 


STATEMENT OF RICHARD SMITH, PULLMAN, WASH. 


MILKY Way Dartry, 
Pullman, Wash., April 1, 1955 
Mr. E. B. Curtis, 
Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

Dear Mr. Curtis: A goodly portion of tax money received from operating 
electric companies is used to support our schools. At the present time our schoo! 
system is very badly in need of all possible revenue all over the Northwest. I 
am, therefore, completely opposed to the development of a power dam which 
would be free from the taxes imposed on private companies which support our 
school system. 

The Idaho Co. is desirous of making developments on the Snake River. These 
would take care of our needs and the improvements would be taxable for our 
school system. 

Sincerely, 
RicHArRD I. SMITH, 


STATEMENT OF Dr. W. E. SMITH, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


APRIL 1, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN: I am in favor of Hells Canyon Dam because I believe that nature 
has provided an ideal spot for a large dam, and when developed it would benefit 
the Northwest a great deal more, in all respects, than 2 or 3 smaller dams. 

Sincerely yours, 
Dr. W. E. SMITH. 


STATEMENT OF GLADYs L. SMOLINSKI, CLARKSTON, WASH. 


CLARKSTON, WaAsHu., April 1, 1955. 
HELLS CANYON DAM HEARING, 
Lewis Clark Hotel; Lewiston, Idaho. 


Senator DworsHaAkK: I am a housewife and want to state to you and the rest 
of the committee that I am opposed to a high federally constructed dam at Hells 
Canyon. 

It is another socialistic move to control power and anything else they can get 
their hands on. Private power will build the dams on the Snake if allowed to 
do it and will pay taxes which are so badly needed to try to balance the budget 
and pay for all the things that seem to cost so much in Government. 

It seems to me very odd that the people elected to the House and Senate do not 
try to stay within the bounds of their receipts instead of continually thinking up 
some other way to spend money to influence voters. 

To spend money on a Federal dam is sheer folly. Let private enterprise have 

chance again in America. I am opposed to socialism in all forms and very 
definitely against Hells Canyon Dam being built by the taxpayers money. 

Thank you. 








Guapys L. SMOLINSKI. 
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STATEMENT OF RoScoE C. SMOLINSKI, CLARKSTON, WASH. 


CLARKSTON, WAsH., March 31, 1955. 
Hetits CANYON DAM HEARING, 
Lewis Clark Hotel, Lewiston, Idaho. 


GENTLEMEN : I was born and raised in the northern part of Idaho and spent all 
my life in this area. I have seen the horse-and-buggy days disappear and the 
present age appear. This great change came about without the Government 
doing all the work at the taxpayers expense. The more the Government enters 
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into business the greater our national debt grows. If my dad had willed to me 
a debt as I will have to will my son, I would have considered him a failure. 

During the war I spent some time in Australia where the Government owned 
and operated the railroads, telephone, telegraph, and the power system. I cannot 
but feel sorry for those people paying such rates and getting so little typical 
Government service. I further saw socialized dentistry in operation and if this 
country ever heads that way I will immediately pull all my teeth. 

1. therefore, am not in favor of the Federal construction of a high Hells Can- 
von Dam. I can see no reason for the Government, with my money, to build a 
monument to stupidity just because a few Socialists like those in the Hells Can- 
von Association gvant political favors for their own gain. 

Sincerely yours, 
Roscor C. SMOLINSK! 


STATEMENT OF MELVIN SNOOK, OROFINO, IDAHO 


APRIL 4, 1955 
Senator JAMES MURRAY, 
Chairman, Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

DrAR SENATOR MURRAY: It is my wish to make a statement—TI have no technical 
knowledge—regarding the building of Hells Canyon Dam. I have read and 
heard many arguments for its construction by Government, and many against, 
and no doubt all are sincere. My feeling is that already sufficient technical 
information has been gathered and presented to you. 

It has long been my belief that if there is a project important to the public 
interest which needs doing, and private enterprise is unwilling or unable to 
tackle it, then it should be done by Government. For instance, electrical needs 
of our rural poptlation was once ignored by private power companies: REA 
cooperatives were organized and have since served a good purpose. On the 
other hand, if private power people are ready to invest their time and money 
and are capable, then by all means they should be allowed to do the job. 

A few short years ago the people of this Nation helped to bring the most 
devastating war of all time to a successful conclusion. The principal reason 
for this victory was our ability to produce. Our area, the size of our popula 
tion, and our natural resources were small and weak compared to some nations. 
But the extremely high productive capacity which free private enterprise had 
developed through the years made it possible for us to produce the necessities 
of war to an overwhelming extent, and has made us the most powerful of all 
nations of this time. And the only thing which maintains that power is the 
ability of our manufacturers to get guns, tanks, airplanes, trucks, and goods of 
all kinds off the assembly line at an unprecedented rate. 

Private business has given us a living standard and a national strength far 
beyond our dreams of a few years ago; it has given us power and stature among 
nations. In my opinion, private business should construct the dams. 

But finally, when the good and bad points of private and public power have 
been added up and a conclusion reached, then we had better start building power 
dams, and quickly. 

Respectfully yours, 
MELVIN SNOOK. 


STATEMENT OF O. J. SPACEK, TEKOA, WASH. 


OrGr’s INSURANCE AGENCY, 
Tekoa, Wash., March 31, 1955. 
CHAIRMAN, HELLS CANYON HEARING, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 


Dear Sir: I have followed the Hells Canyon controversy in.the papers and 
over the radio and feel that it has gone far enough. I feel that Hells Canyon 
should be developed by private capital and by three low dams, which will add 
to the tax income instead of putting an additional tax burden on the public. 
The 3 low dams can be built more economically, quicker. and serve a wider 
territory than 1 large dam, and will be operated more efficiently and for the 
public good than any Government project. Every Government project costs 
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the people money in taxes and should never be undertaken when private capital 
is available and can do the job. 
I am a firm believer in private enterprise as that is what has made this country 
great. 
Respectfully yours, 
O. J. SPACEK. 





STATEMENT OF Ray STEELE, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


LEWISTON, IDAHO, April 1, 1955 
United States Interior and Insular Affairs Committee. e 

GENTLEMEN: The Pacific Northwest has always prospered and developed 
through the efforts of private industry. Our people have fared well. We have 
the highest wage level in the country, more and more of us own our own homes, 
nearly everyone has a car, a TV set, and all the other material things. 

Supporters of public power would have you believe that private enterprise is 
incapable of doing a good job. Private industry has the know-how, it gets on 
with the job faster, and has the willingness and money to provide for our power 
needs, 

I am opposed to Federal construction at Hells Canyon because private enter- 
prise is willing and able to develop that site. Attempts to get Federal planners 
into the picture now is a waste of time and money. 

Ray STEELE, 
Oirner, Steele's Shell Service. 


STATEMENT OF ALFRED STEEN, PULLMAN, WASH. 


STEEN BuIcK Co., 
Pullman, Wash., April 1, 1955. 
Mr. E. B. Curtis, 
Coordinator of Hells Canyon Hearing, Lewiston, Idaho. 

Dear Str: Idaho residents will profit by the past experiences of the State of 
Washington where increasing ownership of power-generating facilities by public 
agencies has no doubt increased the State’s taxes. 

If a taxpaying power company is willing to build the power dams on the Snake 
River, we would profit by letting them go ahead and let their tax dollars help 
keep Idaho solvent. 

It just amounts to the fact that the residents of Idaho will have that much less 
to pay out of their pockets. 

Yours truly, 
ALFRED STEEN. 


STATEMENT OF HARLEY E. STEINER, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


STEINER RADIO & APPLIANCE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 
SENATE INTERIOR & INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
Hells Canyon Hearing, Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN: Other than the socialistic implications of Federal operation of 
power facilities, I also strongly feel such projects should be built and operated by 
taxpaying, privately owned, efficient, and competitive private industry. Histori- 
cally, anything done by the Federal Government is an example of inefficiency, 
waste, and incompetence. 

I do not mean this to be an indictment of all Federal employees as such, but is 
a condition obtained by the basic faults of Government policies of employment. 
Management level is rewarded, not on the sensible basis of its productivity and 
ability, but rather in proportion to the arithmetical number of employees in its 
particular department. Furthermore, management is frustrated in any attempt 
to upgrade employees by eliminating the weak through civil-service regulations 
which practically guarantee, short of high treason, lifetime employment to any 
man, regardless of his ability, once he is on the public payroll. 

The question as to whether the devlopment of the upper Snake can best be 
served by a single high dam or a series of low dams can only be resolved by 
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qualified experts on a cold, hard, economic analysis, free from the influence of 
political expediency. 
Sincerely, 
HARLEY E. STEINER. 


STATEMENT OF E. G. STEWART, LEWISTON ORCHARDS, IDAHO 


‘ 


My name is E. G. Stewart. I am a building contractor, residing in Lewiston 
Orchards. 

In 1951 the Lewiston Orchards local of the Farmers Union, being much 
interested in the Hells Canyon controversy, sent a delegation composed of 
Art Ketchum, Mose Stickney, and myself to investigate the Oxbow Dam site 
on the Snake River and the Idaho Power Co. installation there. 

We traveled to the Oxbow site by car through Enterprise, Oreg., and from 
there down to Snake River and the Oxbow site. It was a very difficult trip, 
there being 7 miles of low gear coming out on the Idaho side of the river. On 
arriving at Oxbow, we were surprised to find the electrical plant of the 
Idaho Power Co. deserted with no maintenance and that it had deteriorated 
to the point where we felt it to be a total loss. I was convinced that the 
Idaho Power Co. was only kidding when they said that the high Hells Canyon 
Dam would flood and destroy their Oxbow plant. We took pictures of the 
plant which were offered as evidence at the FPC hearings held in Boise and 
are a part of the record of those hearings. 

We traveled down the river from Oxbow to Red Bluffs, which is between 
Oxbow and the high Hells Canyon Dam site. From this point on, you would 
need wings to get any farther down the river and the canyon becomes useless 
for anything but a storage site for high Hells Canyon Dam, which is so badly 
needed by the Northwest and the whole United States. The high dam would 
serve a great purpose for flood control, water storage, irrigation, electric power, 
and I believe it would repay the cost of construction many times over in benefits 
to the Northwest and the whole United States. 

E. G. STEWART. 


STATEMENT OF E, D. Strout, Lewiston, IDAHO 


Strout ELectTric, 
Lewiston, Idaho, April 2, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D.C. 

GENTLEMEN; It would seem to me that our prime problem in the Pacific 
Northwest is getting enough construction underway to assure us of an adequate 
supply of power. 

How can we decide at the hearing whether there should be a high or low 
dam at Hells Canyon? Who among us is qualified to discuss the engineering 
problems that must he solved ? 

It is evident that in this area we are going to have both public and private 
power, so why not let the Federal Power Commission decide which will best 
serve our interests in Hells Canyon and then, when their decision is made, 
get a dam started so we will have power coming? 

Yours truly, 
E. D. Stout. 


STATEMENT OF JOHN F. STREIFF, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


J.D. JaAcoss & Co., 
Lewiston, Idaho, April 4, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Mr. CHAIRMAN: I, John Streiff, a farm-machinery merchant in Lewiston, 
Idaho, desire to go on record as favoring a high dam at Hells Canyon. 

I believe the high dam at Hells Canyon is essential to the full development 
of the Snake River since it would provide the most efficient storage reservoir. 

I believe that my position is supported by an overwhelming majority of.my 
customers, my friends, and my neighbors. 

Respectfully submitted. 

JOHN F, STREIFF. 
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STATEMENT oF K. L. SUMMERS, LENORE, IDAHO 


INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
United States Senate, Lewiston, Idaho, Hearings 


Mr. CHAIRMAN: I have been manager of Gifford-Summit Warehouse Co., a 
farmers’ grain and seed co-op at Lenore, Idaho, Nez Perce County, for the past 
28 years, 

We are vitally interested in the development of the Pacific Northwest. 

Since the proposed Hells Canyon high dam we have discussed the project 
pro and con, at our meetings with members and customers. I can truthfully 
state the overwhelming majority are in favor of Hells Canyon Dam being built 
and financed by the United States Government. 

Development of the Snake and Columbia means a great deal to us, and Hells 
Canyon Dam is the main spoke in said development. 

The water storage provided by this dam will give an even flow of water during 
the slack period, which will make possible barge transportation to Lewiston the 
year around. 

We grain growers are now paying 42% cents per hundred freight charges on 
our grain to the Pacific coast terminal, a distance of approximately 400 miles. 
Having barge service, freight rates will be reduced, making a substantial net 
saving to all the growers of this community. Not to mention the much needed 
kilowatt-hours of electricity, flood control, and irrigation potential this dam will 
provide. 

We the taxpayers do not feel this project will be a tax burden, but a good sound 
investment. 

K, L. SUMMERS, 


STATEMENT OF EARL TAYLOR, GRANGEVILLE, IDAHO 


MapIson LUMBER & MIL. Co., 
Grangeville, Idaho, March 31, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN : Why not discontinue the drawn-out, so-called hearings regarding 
electrical power in the Northwest and get down to action. What we need is 
power development, fast. Hearings, arguments, and politics net us nothing but 
expense and do not generate any electrical energy. 

I firmly believe in the partnership plan for Northwest power development. 
This will not only give us power immediately, as needed, but will give our State 
and locality a continued source of tax revenue. 

Let's stop quibbling and get some action. 

Very truly yours, 


EARL TAYLOR, 
Manager, Madison Lumber & Mill Co. 





STATEMENT OF EUGENE TAYLOR, JULIAETTA, IDAHO 


JULIAETTA, April 1, 1955. 
When we start considering development, there are many things to consider. 
One of the first things to determine is: Is the proposition being considered 

really development for our State since we are interested first in our own State, 
we have to give this a lot of consideration. Because the well-being of all the 
people in the southern part of our great State is dependent upon their unre- 
stricted use of the Snake River and its tributaries. Any unnecessary jeopardy 
which may be forced upon these people, also places us in the same position, 
because the well-being of any State is strictly dependent on the strength and 
well-being of all areas of that State. 

Any Federal development is not State but Federal and diverts control from 
State to Federal Government which is contrary to the best interest of the people 
of our State. 

In Government control of resources there is only one reasonable conclusion 
that State and State rights will be very secondary to area or river develop- 
ment. 

Under private enterprise we have many examples in the State of the benefits 
derived from various forms of development. 





' 














is 
4 
z 
“ 


ARERR 


ARABS 


te 


saat 


é 
z 








HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 1243 


All counties in the State of Idabo derive much of their revenue from various 
utilities. Some, almost half of their taxable value is in the form of utilities. 

In Bonner County in north Idaho we have 2 dams; 1 Federal construction, 1 
private construction. As a result of the Federal construction the assessed valu- 
ation of that county dropped appreciably. Then as a result of private construc- 
tion the assessed valuation increased $6,500,000. 

The revenue derived from this increase in assessed valuation is used for the 
benefit of all the people in the county as well as the State. It supports schools, 
roads, and other local taxing units. 

There are some counties in the State, that were if not for their utilities they 
would not be able to carry on progressive programs in education and other local 
government benefits. 

! think one of the most alarming conditions that can arise, is the fact that 
Federal construction means Federal control. 

Federal control is socialism. Socialism definitely limits the possibilities of 
people to enjoy the reward of their labors, which will automatically retard 
progress. 

[It appears to me that when we consider relinquishing individual rights for a 
few benefits that may seem possible at a given time, we are placing a price of 
liberty and on liberty there is no price. 

EUGENE TAYLOR, lamer. 


STATEMENT OF W. S. TAYLOR, Moscow, IpAHO 


Moscow, IDAHO, April 1, 1955. 
UNITED STATES SENATE INTERIOR COM MITTEF, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN : As an Idaho State taxpayer, please consider my position as being 
opposed to the deyelopment of the Federal Hells Canyon high dam. 

Time and space does not permit going into the many other issues of the 
problem, but from the standpoint of the taxes lost by the State, due to Govern- 
ment operation, I think the Federal project is against the interest of the people 
of Idaho. 

Respectfully yours, 
W. S. Taytor. 


STATEMENT OF R. E. THOMAS, OROFINO, IDAHO 


OrROFINO, IDAHO, April 1, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN: I have been a resident of Clearwater County for 21 years and 
of the State of Idaho for 54 years and am unalterably opposed to the construc- 
tion of Hells Canyon high dam. 

I believe that a high dam would work against the State of Idaho, that the 
farmers in the upper Snake River area can use this water for irrigation, and 
that the water used for that purpose would irrigate more land in Idaho and 
thus give the State added prosperity and tax base. 

Further, I am a strong partisan of private enterprise, and where private enter- 
prise can do the job it should be done by them. Privately constructed dams in 
the Snake River will give us tax base and will be operated on a more efficient 
basis than will a federally constructed high dam. In addition, we will be look- 
ing out for the interests of the State of Idaho and its citizens. 

R. BE. THOMAS. 





STATEMENT oF J. OZ THOMPSON, PULLMAN, WASH. 


THOMPSON Morors, 
Pullman, Wash., April 1, 1955. 
Mr. B. B. Curtis, 
Coordinator, Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

Dear Mr. Curtis: I firmly believe that the decision on where dams are to be 
built on the Snake River should be left to the judgment of our Federal Power 
Commission and not decided by politics. 
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I do not believe that money should be raised by increasing taxes for the pur- 
pose of building dams. However, I do believe that as long as private capital 
is able, willing, and ready to be used for the construction of dams on the Snake 
River they should be encouraged to start immediately. 

Very truly yours, 





J. Oz THoMpPsoN. 2 


STATEMENT OF CLAUDE TRENARY, KooskKIA, IDAHO 


TRENARY’S, 


aM Sk iPS Se 


Kooskia, Idaho, March 31, 1955. 
COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 

Lewiston, Idaho. ‘ 
GENTLEMEN : I am a businessman of this area, interested in the development of 2 
our resources here. I have always been in favor of private enterprise and am not ie 
in favor of the Government building the high dam in Hells Canyon. As I é 
understand it private companies can build three low dams for much less money ; 
and it won’t be coming out of the taxpayers’ pockets. 7 
Yours truly, a 
- ‘ , ry’ . 2 
CLAUDE TRENARY. 3 
i 
STATEMENT OF TYPOGRAPHICAL UNION No. 634, Lewiston, IDAHO, SIGNED BY i 
Arvip R. LUNDIN, PRESIDEN 4 
< 
LEWISTON, IDAHO, CLARKSTON, WASH., April 3, 1955. a 
SENATE RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE, 4 
Meeting at Lewiston, Idaho: 2 

The members of Typographical Union 634, assembled this 3d day of April, 

. : . . . ‘ | 
unanimously endorse the building of a high Hells Canyon Dam on the Snake | 
River. i 

MEMBERS OF THE TYPOGRAPHICAL UNION 634, 
By Arvip LunpbIN, President. 
STATEMENT OF ABE UHLENKOTT, CorTonwoopD, IDAHO 
S. O. S. Rapio & ELEcTrRIc, ; 
Cottonwood, Idaho, March 30, 1955. i 


SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 

Dear Sirs: Greatly desire to express my opinion on private enterprise. 

Certainly no other body desires to give so much for so little as does private 
enterprise, in the way of public service, and customers satisfaction. 

I believe facts and figures will prove that both economy and efficiency develops 
to the utmost in private enterprise, plus the fact that they pay enormous taxes. 

I, as an American, living in this wonderful Pacific Northwest feel we owe 
private enterprise a great deal, and am fully convinced, were it not for them 
we would have less economy, less efficient service, and therefore less customers 
satisfaction, and last but not least, less good will. 

Sincerely, 
ABE UHLENKOTT. 


STATEMENT OF RONALD C, VIETMENT, Moscow, IDAHO 






STANDARD LUMBER C6O., 
Moscow, Idaho, March 30, 1955. 
SENATE INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE, 
State of Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN : I believe that Federal construction of Hells Canyon Dam will add 
to our Federal tax burden and also take property off the tax rolls. Therefore 
let private industries risk their dollars and help pay taxes. 

Yours truly, 
Ronatp C. ViIeTMENT, 
Local Yard Manager. 
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STATEMENT OF RAYMOND R. VOWELL, CLARKSTON, WASH. 


CLARKSTON, WASH., April 1, 1955. 
SENATE SUBCOMMITTEE, 
Hells Canyon Hearing, Lewiston, Idaho. 

HONORABLE GENTLEMEN : I do not know which would produce the most power 
for the least money, the Federal high dam or the private company’s three low 
dams. The Federal Power Commission has heard all the arguments on both 
sides. Hells Canyon project has never been authorized by Congress—it appears 
unlikely that it soon will be. Our area is going to need more power. If private 
money will build the three dams now I think they should be allowed to do so. 

I operate a service station. I want to see the Northwest develop. Fundamen- 
tally, I believe that too much government in business is not good. 

Respectfully, 
RAYMOND R. VOWELL. 


STATEMENT OF WELDON B. WASEM, CLARKSTON, WaAsH. 


Weldon B. Wasem, 710 Riverview, Clarkston, Wash., farmer and merchant, 
resident of Nez Perce and Asotin Counties for 55 years and property owner 
in both 


Let us not be carried away by the drum beating and hurrahing of a group 
of well meaning, locally enthusiastic people who think a federally financed Hells 
Canyon Dam is the great millenium—the one and only thing that will bring 
maximum prosperity to the Northwest through its development of power, flood 
control, etc. This is not a matter that should be decided by football cheering 
tactics, but by cool intelligent thinking. 

I say that the American principle is to let private enterprise develop our 
natural resources unless it is unwilling or using methods detrimental to the 
general interest. Public-power-minded people shout that Hells Canyon is a 
natural resource; but does that mean that the turbines, tunnels, cement, and 
generators to manufacture this power must for this reason be owned and 
operated by the Government? If so, is this water flowing down through Hells 
Canyon any more a natural resource than the spring on my farm, or the ore 
in the ground, or the trees in the woodlots? Should there be a Government 
bureau set up to operate and control these natural resources? Does it follow that 
everything that is a so-called natural resource must be owned and operated 
by the Government? I would say not. For those that scream about the financial 
grabs and giveaways to the power companies, it would be well to acquaint them 
with the Nation’s most exacting rules and regulations placed on these utilities. 
These regulations are rightfully placed on all utilities for the protection of not 
only the consumers, but for the investors as well. Nowhere do we find similar 
rules and regulations imposed upon public-power authorities. 

Let us consider some other aspects of this problem of one huge Hells Canyon 
Dam as opposed to several smaller dams on the river: 

First, the completion of these smaller dams would be staggered in such a way 
as to give industry as well as home building a chance to develop and grow as 
power would be developed. 

Second, from the standpoint of military safety, one dam is more easily destroyed 
than several smaller dams. 

For those who quibble about big business—I see nothing wrong with several 
thousand individuals getting 4 or 5 or 6 percent returns from their little in- 
vestment in such companies as are going to build these dams, instead of millions 
of people having to pay additional taxes to finance and subsidize such projects. 

I am completely opposed to the Government spending $1 of tax money when 
there is private money available to do the same thing that those tax dollars 
would do. Today, our banks, insurance companies and investment houses are 
bulging with dollars that they would like to put to work. Why not use those 
dollars instead of adding additional millions to the already staggering national 
debt ? 

If Government competition with private enterprise is allowed to continue, the 
day will soon come when business will no longer be able to compete. How long 
can we reasonably expect a private power company to sell power at rates near, 
or the same, as the rates of public power agencies when the public outfits have 
the advantage of buying all the power they need from these Federal dams at 
an extremely low rate. Sooner or later we will force these private companies 
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to sell out to some PUD or city power agency and then next would come the 
phone company, the lumber companies, the railroads, and, in time, my own 
business would face Government competition. 

A Federal dam in Hells Canyon would not contribute 1 cent in taxes to the 
State of Idaho, to the county in which it would stand or to the school districts 
near it. Contrast this with the huge contribution in taxes that would come from 
private power companies. The people of Idaho would have no control over the 
dam; the State’s utilities commission would have no control over it. Its control 
would be placed in the hands of a group of individuals not responsible to any 
regulating commission, and whose only claims to fame can be found in their 
ability to spend large amounts of the taxpayers’ dollars. 

I own my own business and I have no ax to grind for the Idaho Power Co., or 
for any other power company. However, I do have one thing in common with 
these private companies—we both pay taxes. I think I can safely say that we 
both pay our full share of taxes. I am sure that the power companies do not 
enjoy paying the taxes imposed on them any more than I enjoy the taxes I 
have to pay, but as long as I know that all my business acquaintances, all of 
my neighbors, and all of my competitors are paying the same kind of taxes, then 
I have no reason to say that I am being unduly imposed upon. Private power 
companies, having to pay their full share of taxes, are being forced out of 
business by nontaxpaying public power. This is not the way things were meant 
to be in this country and is not the answer to continued prosperity for the people 
of this area or any other part of the United States. 

When private money is available for construction of these dams, then I think 
that they should be encouraged to use that money. Taxes are paid on the profit 
from that investment, and, in addition to the State and local taxes paid by the 
private company, the Federal Government gets badly needed tax dollars to apply 
to the huge national debt that we have to pay. If in my own business I owed 
a staggering sum of money, do you think I would be spending additional thou- 
sands which could only be added to the amount I already owed? I could not do 
that and I don’t see how the Government can do so. 

Government is already competing in too many businesses and are doing it in 
spite of the fact that there is absolutely no reason for it. Insofar as the power 
business is concerned, I think that private enterprise should be allowed to do 
the job whenever it can. If the job is too big for them, includes too many 
features that would cost a lot of money while bringing in no revenue, then I 
think the Government, or the State, should build the parts of the dam which 
would help reclamation, flood control or navigation and that the power generated 
at these dams should be sold at the dam to a private company and the revenue 
received from the private company should be used to eventually pay for the dam. 

I cannot understand how we can expect to spend more and more Government 
dollars, which are tax dollars, while we at the same time are forcing more and 
more taxpaying businesses out of business. Sooner or later we will reach a 
point where the few taxpaying businesses left will throw in the towel and then, 
who will pay for all these services that the Government wants to perform for 
the people? Twenty-five years ago there were only a few Socialists dreaming of 
a public power monopoly—today they have succeeded in building that monopoly 
to a point where it is threatening to become the only power supplier left in 
business. While they were dreaming and plotting ways and means of con- 
trolling the power industry, this whole country, including the Pacific Northwest, 
was constantly improving the living standards of its people. Today we have 
more cars, more homeowners, more TV sets, and a far better standard of living 
than any nation in the world. Government did not do this, neither did politicians 
nor welfare-staters. It was done by free and private enterprise. I see no reason 
why we should change something that has worked so well. Let’s let private 
enterprise do the job. They have offered to develop the Snake River and I think 
the majority of the people want them to do the job. 


STATEMENT oF Jay B. WATSON, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


Lewiston, IpanHo, April 4, 1955. 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTER, 


Hells Canyon hearing, Lewiston, Idaho. 
GENTLEMEN: I am very much opposed to the Federal Government building a 
dam at Hells Canyon, or any other place, so far as that goes. In my opinion our 
Government is getting far away from the original purpose of government for 
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the people. In the beginning our forefathers elected to establish a government 
to protect the people, that they might be more closely knit together, and the 
taxes they chose to levy, to be used for this purpose. No one ever thought or 
suggested that they use the tax money to compete with private industry. 

Personally, I see absolutely no difference in the Government going in the 
electric power business, than competing in other lines of business, and if it 
continues to build dams, there is nothing to hinder it from going into all other 
lines of private business, and competing with taxpying industries. 

Today, we have many fine electric power companies, all doing a very splendid 
iob in their respective localities, and one of these companies is willing and 
waiting and well qualified to construct dams at Hells Canyon, and they will 
build these dams without 1 cent of tax from the people, and furthermore, they 
will pay heavy taxes to help the Government, whereas, dams built by the 
Government are tax free. 

Also, let us keep in mind that the Federal Government is now hopelessly in 
debt, and who could think at this time that we should add millions more to this 
deficit that the people are struggling to carry, and from the way it looks now, this 
debt will be with us for generations to come. I think it is high time that we 
wake up and insist that the Government make the laws and enforce them, but 
leave the running of the Nation’s industry to business people instead of investing 
more millions of the people’s money in high dams, but use this money to reduce 
the debt and thereby, make taxation easier for all the people, instead of increasing 
it. ! 

Jay B. WATSON, 


STATEMENT OF WILLIAM A. WatTrTrs, KENDRICK IDAHO 


KENDRICK ROCHDALE Co., 
Kendrick, Idaho, March 381, 1955. 
THE UNITED STATES SENATE INTERIOR COM MITTEE, 

GENTLEMEN : This is to advise you that the undersigned writer, has made a sur- 
vey among our stockholders, and clients, to get their opinion of Government- 
owned, or privately owned power dams. 

A large majority of the ones contacted, are farmers who are in favor of private 
enterprise, and are not in favor of Government ownership in these projects. 

Yours very truly, 
WILLIAM A, WATTs, 
Manager, Kendrick Rochdale Co. 


STATEMENT OF H. J. WEIGAND, PRESIDENT, ST. MARIES CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
St. MARIES, IDAHO 


Sr. Marres CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
St. Maries, Idaho, April 4, 1955. 
Senate COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
Hells Canyon Dam Hearing, Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN: We represent the small-business man and small industry in this 
area in Idaho, and we feel that the problem in building the high dam would be 
one that is felt in every other State—that of increasing taxes. 

We need money for the development of many things in our area, such as 
schools, roads, and the development of natural resources. We feel that Federal 
construction of Hells Canyon Dam will only add to our Federal tax burden and 
will not add $1 to the income from taxes in our State. We already have in our 
county about 70 percent of the lands owned by State or Federal Gevernment, 
Which adds greatly to the tax burden, and we feel that if a private industry is 
Willing to develop the power site at Hells Canyon, then the taxpayers in this 
State would be foolish to discourage or block their plans. 

About 40 percent of the school taxes in Benewah County are paid by private 
utilities and the railroads and our citizens feel that we cannot afford to lose 
any more industries from the tax rolls, which would be bound to increase the tax 
payment for the rest of us. 


Yours very truly, 
H. J. WerIganp, 
St. Maries Chamber of Commerce. 
62506—355—-A——_21 
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STATEMENT oF W. P. WEISEL, PULLMAN, WASH. 


PULLMAN, WaSH., April 4, 1955. 
A. B. Curtiss, 
Coordinator, Hells Canyon Hearing, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

Dear Mr. Curtis: As a landowner and taxpayer in both the States of Idaho 
and Washington, I am opposed to the Hells Canyon construction. 

I favor the eventual construction of the five dams proposed by the Idaho 
Power Commission. These dams would serve a multiple of purposes and gtill 
create the necessary power. 

I believe in private capital being used to bring the desired results. 

Respectfully, 
W. P. WEISE! 


STATEMENT OF Rogvert D. WERNER, THE CLEARWATER TRIBUNE, CLEARWATER, IDAHO 


My name is Robert D. Werner. I am publisher of the Clearwater Tribune, 
with 1 exception the largest weekly newspaper in the 5 counties comprising what 
is known as north-central Idaho. Since 1921 my family has owned a farm of 
160 acres on the Minidoka Government project at Burley and since that time the 
home of my parents has been heated with so-called cheap Government power 
from that project. 

I say this to show that I am fully conversant with the advantages of public 
power, but I am convinced that one of the things that has made Idaho a great 
State is the conservatism of its people and the splendid performance of its major 
taxpaying private utilities. 

I am conversant with the problems of most of Idaho, having served the past 9 
years on a State hospital board and charitable institutions commission whose 
functions covered most of the State. 

It is a source of satisfaction to me to know that Idaho, the most financially 
solvent of the Northwest States, is now on the threshold of an even more pros- 
perous future through the exportation of surplus kilowatts by the taxpaying 
utilities of the State to the metropolitan centers of he Pacific coast from a com- 
prehensive development of the middle Snake River and its tributaries. 

Coastal areas have long been noted for their exploitation of Idaho's resources 
and the current efforts of the distinguished gentlemen from Oregon to foist a 
high Federal dam at Hells Canyon on the people of Idaho is but a continuation of 
an old practice. 

However, Idaho will not sit idly by and agree to the virtual confiscation of its 
water and tax resources, particularly by power-hungry PUD’s which have un- 
limited powers to incur debt and to expand. 

In support of the fantastic, wasteful, uneconomic high Federal dam at Helis 
Canyon, the proponents of the project, according to the Congressional Record of 
March 11, have sought to entice support in Idaho by cffering an undeliverable 
and highly fictitious figure of 500,000 kilowatts of power to the people of Idaho 
from the atomically vulnerable single high dam; but to accept this gracious gift 
of our own Snake River generation, we would apparently have to set up a social- 
istic State-owned power agency which would be an anathema to our way of life. 

The fact that these three Hells Canyon Dam hearings were originally all 
scheduled downstream from the dam area is economically, if not politically, sig- 
nificant. Most of the benefits will be downstream, not at Lewiston, but down at 
Paseo and Portland where the big power users enjoy tax-free subsidies. The 
mighty Columbia contributes so little of its fair share of the proper tax base to 
the State of Washington that its legislators have recently been seen in action 
on verge of passing a 4-percent sales tax to take up the slack. 

Our friends in Canada are a little more on the smart side; they ask for 40 per- 
cent of the downstream benefits for storage in Canada. Idahoans have no desire 
to be selfish, but they in self-preservation must insist that the big industrial 
centers of Portland and Seattle leave our headgates alone, and also insist that 
we not be forced against our will to contribute Snake River water to perpetuate 
the subsidy they now enjoy from Uncle Sam. 

How apparent that subsidy is can be found in the Federal Power Commission 
testimony which shows that each extra kilowatt from the high dam, above the 
Idaho Power Co.'s three-dam capacity, will cost Uncle about $65.51 per year 
to own, while at the present rate the Bonneville Power Administration would 
sell that kilowatt for $17.50 per year. 
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The January 1955 issue of the Monthly Review published by the Federal Re- 
serve Bank of San Francisco does much to explode the myth that it is neces- 
sary to pour millions of dollars in power subsidies into an area to get proper 
development of resources, 

It publishes, on pages 7 to 15, a factual treatise on the economic development 
of the Intermountain States since 1939, and contrasts the growth of this his- 
torical stronghold of private power development with the Pacific coast region. 
Quoting Department of Commerce analyses, the Review says: “A good indica- 
tion of the extent of the economic growth of an area can be gained from ex- 
amination of income statistics. Between 1940 and 1953 total income payments 
in the intermountain area increased from $826 million to $2,777 million, more 
than a fourfold increase. Income in the region * * * gained relative to the 
other States in the Union and to the Pacific coast in general.” 

Tables show that per capita income in dollars in this private utility sanctuary 
increased by 214 percent compared to 164 percent in three Pacific Coast States 
and compared to 197 percent for the United States as a whole. 

We know that southern Idaho has never had a power shortage despite the 
fact that demands on the company *s system in the past 10 years have increased 
faster than other systems in the Northwest, publicly or privately owned. 

We know, too, that if we depend on Congress for such projects as the high 
Federal dam at Hells Canyon, our sawmills will be cut back in Clearwater 
County just like they were curtailed in 1952 because of a power shortage. 

In summary I oppose the Federal Government preempting our rightful water 
heritage because— 

1. Congress cannot safeguard irrigation rights to Idaho farmers. If building 
a dam is a constitutional prerogative then such authority overrides any possible 
protection short of constitutional amendment. 

2. Because the three-dam plan of the Idaho Power Co. would pay into Idaho 
$3 million per year in taxes. We have struggled for 20 years to get a new $1,- 
500,000 library at,our State university. This revenue would be sufficient to 
build two of such projects every year. 

The excesS8 high dam power produced would be so costly to own that steam 
generation would be more economical. 

4. The high dam would dry up all Federal expenditures for partnership re- 
source development elsewhere in the Northwest. It would contribute to accute 
power shortages during the long 10-year period of Federal construction. 

5. I oppose the high Federal dam because a dime spent on the Clearwater 
River for flood protection will buy more than a dollar spent for the same purpose 
on the Snake River. Volume 7 of House Document 531 says that the difference 
between high floodwater and the lowest stage of the Snake River is 16 to.1; 
the difference between highest flood stage and lowest water on the Salmon 
River is 57 to 1; and the difference between highest floods and lowest flow on the 

Clearwater River is 344 to 1. 





STATEMENT OF LEE WHITE, SANDPOINT, IDAHO 


APRIL 4, 1955 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee. My name is Lee White. I re- 
side at Sandpoint, Idaho. I am with the Schaefer-Hitchcok Co. there, and I 
have been a resident of Bonner County for 17 years. 

I believe it is an established fact that there is a great need for power that 
could be developed by a dam at Hells Canyon. Over the past several years, I 
have heard a lot and read a lot about the Hells Canyon Dam situation but as 
yet nothing has been done. I am of the opinion that private enterprise should 
be permitted to go ahead and do the job. 

I base my opinion on what I have observed in Bonner County during the past 
4 years andalso on the situation which exists in Bonner County at the present 
time. As you have heard, two dams have been built in Bonner County since 
1950. Late in 1950 work was started on the Albeni Falls Dam. Something over 
4 years later on March 25, 1955, the first generator was put on the line. 

In January 1951 work was started on the Cabinet Gorge Dam. Twenty-one 
months later, the first generator was put on the line. You can see the relative 
difference in the time consumed in building the two dams. I have no reason to 
believe that the situation at Hells Canyon will be any different. 

Another important factor to be considered here has already been covered ear- 
lier on the program, but I wish to give you one more look at the matter of reve- 
nue from taxation, and I wish to use Bonner County as an example. The total 
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assessed valuation of Bonner County is $18% million. The total assessed valua- 
tion of utilities amounts to $12 million. 

The assessed valuation of the Cabinet Gorge Dam is $414 million, or 24 percent 
of the total for Bonner County. I am a taxpayer in Bonner County, and, to me, 
this factor is very important. 

The Idaho Power Co. is ready, willing, and able to build dams in Hells Canyon, 
and it would be my recommendation that they be permitted to proceed. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Lre WHITE, 
With Schaefer Hitchcock Co., Sandpoint, Idaho. 


STATEMENT OF H. Z. WHITE, St. MARIES, IDAHO 


St. Maries, Ipano, April 4, 1955. 
SENATE COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

GENTLEMEN : I am opposed to the Hells Canyon Dam being built by the Federal 
Government because 65 percent of the land within the boundaries of Idaho is 
owned by either the State or Federal Government, and turning over the water 
resources of Idaho to the Federal Government is one more industry that will be 
off the tax rolls. 

Idaho Power Co. contributes a great deal of tax money to the State of Idaho, 
and quite a bit of that money is used to support our schools. So far as I have 
been able to determine, the relationship between the Idaho Power Co. and the 
State of Idaho and its citizens has always been a friendly one. I am, therefore, 
completely opposed to adding any more millions to the already staggering 
national debt when the Idaho Power Co. is ready, and willing, to build a dam at 
Hells Canyon. 

Yours very truly, 
H. Z. WHITE, 
Production Manager, the St. Maries Lumber Co. 


STATEMENT OF RALPH H. WICKBERG, KELLOGG, IDAHO 


Apri 4, 1955. 
To the United States Interior Subcommittee on Senate dill 1333. 


Mr. CHAIRMAN: My name is Ralph Wickberg, a resident of Kellogg, Shoshone 
County, Idaho. My business is electrical contracting and retail merchandising. 
T am also a member of the Idaho Legislature and was a member of the economic 
development committee in the house of representatives and chairman of the 
committee on revenue and taxation of the 33d (1955) session. 

I shall attempt to show the abrasive effects of a Federal Government con- 
structed high dam and transmission lines on the Idaho economy, particularly 
from loss of tax revenue to the State. I would also like to point out that the 
Federal Government now owns or controls two-thirds of the land area of the 
State of Idaho, Now if the Federal Government insists on developing our major 
natural resources this will place our State in the status of a colony instead of 
a sovereign State. We, the citizens, can then compare our status to that of a 
mental incompetent or that of a ward who is not sufficiently intelligent and 
progressive to manage our own affairs. 

The three largest electric utilities that operate in Idaho are the Idaho Power 
Co., Utah Power Co., and the Washington Water Power Co. They paid in Idaho 
last year a total of $3,708,000 in property taxes based on an assessed valuation 
of $62,087,608. Most of this was paid to local units of government such as 
school districts, cities, and counties. These units of government subsist mainly 
on the ad valorem tax for revenue in the State of Idaho. The proposal to build 
the high dam and transmission lines with Federal money would naturally remove 
the power to assess and tax this property from the State and local level and the 
citizens of Idaho would have to be satisfied with payments in lieu of taxes over 
which they would have no control, These same companies will pay an estimated 
$325,000 in corporation income taxes to the State of Idaho for the year 1955. 
These Same companies naturally pay a very substantial sum to the Federal 
Government for its support. 

In 1921 Idaho had 425,000 population with an assessed valuation of $502 
million, or an average of $1,181 of assessed valuation per person. In 1954 we 
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have an estimated population of 600,000 with an assessed valuation of $581 
million, or $968 of assessed valuation per person. The proportion of electric 
utility valuation to total valuation in 1954 is 10.7 percent, which shows that 
private electric utilities furnish an important part of Idaho’s income to educate 
our children and give sorely needed financial assistance to our aged and needy 
citizens. 

The figures that I have just mentioned show conclusively to me that we need 
to broaden our property tax base instead of restricting its growth which the 
building of the high Hells Canyon Dam by the Federal Government would tend to 
do. If electric utility valuation is withheld from the tax rolls, our farmers, home- 
owners, small-business men, and other industries would have to shoulder the 
electric utilities share of the tax burden for an ever-increasing cost of govern- 
ment. If any one factor tends to hold back urban, rural, and industrial expansion 
it is high, fixed property taxes. The Federal Government has preempted almost 
every other form of taxation and now you propose to limit the States in that field 
by removing large segments of property from taxation when private industry is 
willing and able to do the job and help spread the tax burden. 

The State of Idaho has had many wise and able men of both political parties 
and they have developed an irrigation and reclamation system in this State second 
to none in the world. Much of this has been done by private initiative and capital. 
These same wise men have seen fit to write safeguards in our State constitution 
for the use of water which this law authorizing the high Hells Canyon Dam 
would abrogate as Federal law is superior to State law. 

We are not remaining static in this State but we are attémpting to solve our 
own problems with our own facilities. In the last session of the Idaho Legis- 
lature we formed a new committee in the house on economic developments. We 
also established in the executive branch of government a department of com- 
merce. These facilities were established to try and overcome the fact that Idaho 
business is mainly extractive, and that we now need to diversify and create 
manufacturing and processing businesses. This we will do if the Federal Gov- 
ernment will allow us to develop our own natural resources and allow us to in- 
clude those developments to increase our local tax base. 

In conclusion, I would like to reiterate that the State of Idaho must have lati- 
tude in which to grow. As a legislator I feel it is my duty to bring this problem 
of State finances to your attention. You gentlemen know the problems of govern- 
ment finance and I hope when you consider this bill that you will also consider the 
problems of State and local taxes. Weare using almost every available means of 
taxation to support the necessary functions of government. I know that you 
have many important problems to solve on both the national and international 
level and I assure you gentlemen that if you allow us to we will do our utmost to 
relieve you of the responsibility of solving our problems at the State level. 





STATEMENT OF MRS. MINNIE WIGGIN, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


To the Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, Lewiston, Idaho: 

I am Mrs. Minnie Wiggin. I have been a resident of Lewiston, Idaho, since 
1906, and have been seen the Snake River with plenty of water at all times. 

I am in favor of Hells Canyon high dam. This should be a great benefit for a 
vast surrounding country. 

If more people actually knew more about this project and of the benefit this 
could bring to such a majority, Hells Canyon Dam would be built without any 
opposition. 

I believe that all such natural resources should be developed for the good of 
all people at Government expense and not by private companies. 


STATEMENT OF LILLIE G. WiLtt1AMs, Lewiston, IpaAHo 
’ 


SENATE SUBCOMMITTEE OF HELLS CANYON Dam, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 


Dear Sirs: I feel that it is very necessary for Hells Canyon Dam to be built as 
there is a great need for it. Grand Coulee has been such a success, and Hells 
Canyon Dam would be as successful. 


Sincerely, 
Lititz G. WILLIAMS. 
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STATEMENT OF JosePH G. WiLson, Moscow, IDAHO 


Moscow, IpAno, April 2, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COM MITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 
Dear Srrs: I am not in favor of the Hells Canyon Dam. I believe it should be 
handled by a private concern like the Washington Water Power Co. 
Yours very truly, 
JOSEPH G. WILSON, M, D. 


STATEMENT OF MAx WILSON, JOSEPH, OREG. 


To the Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, United States Senate: 

Mr. Chairman, distinguished members of both Houses of Congress, my name is 
Max Wilson. I am an attorney at law, and reside at Joseph, Oreg. I have lived 
in Wallowa County, Oreg., since 1886. Iam familiar with the country around the 
Hells Canyon area of the Snake River. 

I strongly favor the construction of a high dam by the Government in Hells 
Canyon. I feel that the partial development of the hydroelectric potential as 
proposed by the Idaho Power Co., would be very detrimental to the interests of all 
the people of the Northwest. The site of the high dam is one of the very best 
remaining in this country, and its full and complete development is an absolute 
necessity. 

Max WILSON, 
Attorney at Law, Joseph, Oreg. 





STATEMENT OF Scott WILSON, MANAGER, GRANGE SUPPLY, KAMIAH, IDAHO 


Kamiau, Ipano, April 4, 1955. 
UNITED STATES SENATE RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE. 


Dear Sirs: After studying the various proposals made thus far on the develop- 
ment of the Snake River and its relationship to the Northwest, we are of the 
opinion that if the power, flood control, and other benefits that will be derived 
from a high dam at Hells Canyon aren’t needed at the present time, the site 
should be handled'as any other natural resource and protected for the people of 
the State of Idaho and the entire region. 

If we need smaller dams to meet the immediate demand for power, let them be 
built where they are needed and by the Federal Government, cooperatives or pri- 
vate utilities, depending on which can give the cheapest power and best service 
to industry and the public in general. 

Yours respectfully, 
Scorr WILson, 
Manager, Grange Supply. 


STATEMENT OF CARL WINKLEMAN, VICE PRESIDENT, ASOTIN CouNTY, HELLS CANYON 
DAM ASSOCIATION 


Marcu 29, 1955. 
UnttTep States INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 


GENTLEMEN ; My name is Carl Winkleman. I am vice president of the Asotin 
County Hells Canyon Dam Association, also an active member of Local 10-364, 
IWA-CIO. 

We, of the State of Idaho, know the need of this State and of course, the first 
need is economical power. Through Hells Canyon Dam being built, will open the 
door to a varied field of prosperity and also will make more jobs for our people 
and make it feasible for industry to take advantage of the natural resources 
which will eventually be developed. But first, we need Hells Canyon which will 
give us economical power and from this, Idaho, as well as the whole Northwest, 
will begin to see prosperity never before realized by our forefathers. 

I strongly endorse Hells Canyon Dam and hope that the committee represent- 
ing our Government will recommend that Hells Canyon Dam be built. 

Sincerely, 
CaRL WINKLEMAN, 
Vice President, Asotin County, Hells Canyon Dam Association. 


_ 
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STATEMENT OF G, R. WoprTHe, CLARKSTON, WASH. 


CLARKSTON, WASH., March 31, 1955. 
SENATE SUBCOM MITTEE, 
Lewis Clarks Hotel, Lewiston, Idaho. 

HoNORABLE GENTLEMEN : It seems to me that the big problem in this area of the 
Northwest is to get enough power projects under construction so that there will 
be no power shortage. I think we should quit kicking the matter around and 
stop making a political football out of it. Let’s get something started. This year 

ooks like we're facing a water shortage. We should use what we have to the 
best advantage. I think the Federal Power Commission has the information to 
decide what is for the best interest for the public. 

I have an ice cream and light lunch business. I don’t know which plan is best 
but I think taxes should be considered too. 

respectfully submitted. 

G. R. Woprne. 


STATEMENT OF JOHN ZINN, LEWISTON, IDAHO 


LEWISTON PLUMBING, HEATING & SHEET MerAL Co. 
Lewiston, Idaho, April 2, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Lewiston, Idaho. 

Dear Strs: I am strongly in favor of the private enterprise system of doing 
business in this country. 

As long as private capital is able to do the job, I fail to see why the Govern- 
ment should want to compete with them by building Hells Canyon Dam. 

I do not understand why this controversy over Hells Canyon has had to form 
along party lines. 

If a building is to be built, we call on competent engineers, not politicians, 
to determine the feasibility and cost. The building of dams should be left to 
engineers and private capital instead of Government and politicians. 

Very truly yours, 
JOHN ZINN. 


Individual letters were received from the following persons. 


Benson, George, 404 South Main, Moscow, Idaho. 
Blewett, Herbert C., Pierce, Idaho. 

Bradley, Albert S8., 805 Kamiaken, Pullman, Wash. 
bray, Herman, Inland Hotel, Troy, Idaho. 
Burkland, Jack, Deary, Idaho. 

Bursch, Ralph J., Route 3, Moscow, Idaho. 

Caffee, S. H., Colfax, Wash. 

Danielson, Oscar, Genesee, Idaho. 

Dissmore, Chester, Pullman, Wash. 

Dunlap, Waldo (no address given). 

Euler, Doris O., Clarkston, Wash. 

Estes, E. H., Moscow, Idaho: 

Finch, Burt M., Pullman, Wash. 

Foster, L. A., Elk River, Idaho. 

Geise, Herman, Lewiston, Idaho. 

Gilbert, Lawrence, Clarkston, Wash. 

Glidden, A., 1837 12th Street, Clarkston, Wash. 
Graham, J. A., Pullman, Wash. 

Gruber, Zella I., 810 10th Avenue, Lewiston, Idaho. 
Kim, Edwin, 1452 G Street, Lewiston, Idaho. 
Lathrop, Lynn (no address given). 

Luedke, John A., Genesee, Idaho. 

Lienhard, John, Princeton, Idaho. 

McDonald, Violet (no address given). 

Malmgren, Carl (no address given): 

Manwaring, Bill, Lewiston; Idaho. 

Mayberry, F. Wayne, Moscow, Idaho. 

Miller, Leonard (no address given). 

Murphy Louisa, 2328 Seventh Avenue North, Lewiston. 
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Murray, John B., 1276 Fourth Street, Clarkston, Wash. 
Nordby, R. E., Genesee, Idaho. 

Poe, E. M., Troy, Idaho. 

Pulham, A. (no address given). 

Raugust, Paul H., Colfax, Wash. 

Sisty, C. W., 528 East Third, Moscow, Idaho. 

Skow, Roy, 1522 Burrill, Lewiston, Idaho. 

Smith, M. Gerald, 403 North Van Buren, Moscow, Idaho. 
Smolinski, Max, Clarkston, Wash. 

Soliday, C. A., Clarkston, Wash. 

South, Floyd, Lewiston, Idaho. 

Stairet, L. E., Lewiston, Idaho. 

Stewart, Melvin, Lewiston, Idaho. 

Stoddard, H. T. (no address given). 

Vollmer, Chas. S., Pullman, Wash. 

White, Darrell W., 403 West Third Street, Moscow, Idaho. 
Wilson, W. Wade, Kamiah, Idaho. 

Wipperfurth, Werner J., 1148 12th Avenue, Lewiston, Idaho. 


— 
PETITION OF CITIZENS OF ST. MARIES, IDAHO 


Hon. Senator Murray, 
Chairman of Senate Interior Committee: 

We, the undersigned citizens of St. Maries, Idaho, urge the construction of 
Hells Canyon Dam on the Snake River, as recommended by the Army engineers 
in their report, No. 308. 

We believe this largest great project of its kind remaining in the Northwest, 
should be built in the interests of the people of Idaho, as well as a necessary 
part of the comprehensive plan of the entire Columbia River Basin. 

The Hells Canyen Dam would provide an abundance of low-cost energy, 
which would be available also for the manufacture of fertilizer from our great 
phosphate beds; it would attract industry and provide payrolls, of which our 
State is greatly in need; it would provide flood control, navigation, irrigation, 
and recreation. 

For the above reasons, and others too numerous to mention here, we believe 
the Hells Canyon Dam would provide for a better development of our natural 
resources, and its construction would be in the best interests, not only of Idaho, 
but for our neighboring States. 

Richard McTadden, St. Maries, Idaho; C. D. Ellett, St. Maries, Idaho; 
C. L. Copenhafer, St. Maries, Idaho; R. O. Kingsley, St. Maries, 
Idaho; Paul A. Stancil, St. Maries, Idaho; C. C. Leavitt, St. 
Maries, Idaho; Alice E. Leavitt, St. Maries, Idaho; Kare C. 
Hoelzle, St. Maries, Idaho; W. A. Stancil, St. Maries, Idaho; Jack 
Welch, St. Maries, Idaho; C. N. Welch, St. Maries, Idaho; Cecil 
T. Box, St. Maries, Idaho; Earl Wonser, St. Maries, Idaho; H. 
A. Ruggenberg, St. Maries, Idaho; Dale Harwood, St. Maries, 
Idaho; Lyle Moore, St. Maries, Idaho; T. C. Baltz, St. Maries, 
Idaho; Fred 8S. Miller, St. Maries, Idaho; L. R. Pierson, St. 
Maries, Idaho; Lee R. Lowry, St. Maries, Idaho; Cane M. Burrs, 
St. Maries; Vie Conner, St. Maries, Idaho; Vern Kingsley, St. 
Maries, Idaho; Henry Scoope, St. Maries, Idaho; Peter E. John- 
son, St. Maries, Idaho; Samuel Holstein, St. Maries, Idaho; H. C. 
Ranner, St. Maries, Idaho; Dorsey Devoe, St. Maries, Idaho; J. E. 
Marquette, St. Maries, Idaho; W. T. Carman, St. Maries, Idaho; 
A. W. Fox, St. Maries, Idaho; Walter Magnuson, St. Maries, 
Idaho; Fred Berglund, St. Maries, Idaho; Mrs. Anna Berglund, 
St. Maries, Idaho; Clyde J. Miller, St. Maries, Idaho; Leslie D. 
Smith, St. Maries, Idaho; G. S. McLaughlin, St. Maries, Idaho; 
Keith Cunningham, St. Maries, Idaho; E. C. McLaughlin, St. 
Maries, Idaho; D. C. Murphy, St. Maries, Idaho; Myron A. 
Zundel, St. Maries, Idaho; C. A. Taylor, Bovill, Idaho; M. H. 
Moshinsky, St. Maries, Idaho; Lee Swofford, St. Maries, Idaho; 
C. Chase, St. Maries, Idaho; O. Brucker, St. Maries, Idaho; 
Esther Peterson, St. Maries, Idaho; Frederick E. Nyberg, St. 
Maries, Idaho; John A. Ohman, St. Maries, Idaho; Alex Bergman, 
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St. Maries, Idaho; Signe Bergman, St. Maries, Idaho: Sam 


Kendall, St. Maries, Idaho; Dorothy Kendall, St. Maries, Idaho; 
W. LB. White, St. Maries, Idaho; Mrs. W. B. White, St. Maries, 
Idaho; E. E. McLaughlin, St. Maries, Idaho; Ethel McLaughlin, 
Idaho; Floyd Gibson, St. Maries, Idaho; Lewellyn 


St. Maries, 
Tom A. Harris, St. Maries, Idaho; E. 


Gibson, St. Maries, Idaho; 
D. Jones, St. Maries, Idaho. 


RESOLUTION OF AHSAHKA CHAPTER 10-214, IpAHO FARMERS UNION, 
AHSAHKA, IDAHO 


To the Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, United States Senate: 

Mr. Chairman, distinguished members of both Houses of Congress, the officers 
and members of Ahsahka Chapter 10-214, Idaho Farmers Union, Ahsahka, Idaho, 
wish to present the following resolution: 


RESOLUTION 


Whereas the historic policy of our Government which was formulated by that 
great conservationist, Theodore Roosevelt, established the concept that the 
waters of our streams are a trust to be preserved for the citizens of this great 
land of ours; and 

Whereas if we are to continue to enjoy this priceless heritage, and to pass it 
on to our children and grandchildren; and 

Whereas a high Federal dam in Hells Canyon, controlled by State law, would 
utilize all the resources of this region, for power, for irrigation, and for water 
rights, for the benefit of all the people, at a price they can afford to pay: There- 
fore be it 

Resolved, That.the officers and members of Ahsahka Chapter 10-214, Idaho 
Farmers Union, representing 41 members and their families in farming dis- 
tricts of Clearwater and Nez Perce Counties in Idaho, at their meeting on April 
2, 1955, go on record to approve the construction of a high Federal dam in Hells 
Canyon on the Snake River. 

S. D. Merry, 
President, Ahsahka, Idaho, 
RENICE CARPER, 
Secretary, Orofino, Idaho. 
OrAL LATHROP, 
Legislative Director, Ahsahka, Idaho. 


(Resolution passed by unanimous vote; presented at Lewiston, Idaho, hear- 


ings. ) 


RESOLUTION OF THE BLACKFOOT IRRIGAVION Co., BLACKFOoT, IDAHO 


RESOLUTION FROM THE MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE 
BLACKFOOT IRRIGATION CO., JANUARY 20, 1955 
Be it resolved, That we, the board of directors of the Blackfoot Irrigation 
Co., go on record as being opposed to: 
1. Any form of Columbia Valley Authority 
2. Hells Canyon Dam, as it is the back-door approach to a Columbia Valley 


Authority 
3. Any valley authority or river development program that will in any way 
jeopardize or interfere with our established water rights. 
TrRvING P. ANDERSON, 
President. 
Georce S. Brower, 
Vice President. 
WALTER C. BITHELL, 
Secretary. 
Henry J. HENSCHEID. 
C. L. Lowe. 
ARCHIE SWENSON, 
C. C. MEcHAM. 
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RESOLUTION oF GRANGEVILLE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, GrorRGE M. KLEIN, CHAIR- 
MAN OF THE Boarp or DIRECTORS 


Hon. JAMEes Murray, 
Chairman of the Subcommittee of Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, 
United States Senate: 

Whereas the Grangeville Chamber of Commerce, Grangeville, Idaho, recog- 
nizes that certain pressure groups, political and otherwise, favoring public 
ownership or favoring private ownership of hydroelectric power sites, are con- 
cerned with the planned development of power sites on the Snake River border- 
ing the States of Idaho and Oregon; and 

Whereas the Grangeville Chamber of Commerce, as an organization, has not 
and will not become involved or lead into taking any direct stand for or against 
public or private development of Hells Canyon power sites, but is concerned 
only with a policy favoring a plan which will result in the most orderly, rapid, 
and expedient development of such power site or sites, in order to make avail- 
able to the industries and the people of the State of Idaho, the necessary elec- 
trical power to assure their immediate and future needs; and 

Whereas the Grangeville Chamber senses and perceives a real danger to the 
development and progress of the State of Idaho, by the bickering and sometimes 
angry quarreling of various pressure groups, which, if continued, will result 
in the delay of the development of these hydroelectric sites for many years; 
and 

Whereas it appears that neither side has any great concern for the welfare 
of the State of Idaho, or its people: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Chairman and the Board of Directors of the Grangeville 
Chamber of Commerce: 

1. That recognizing the merits and disadvantages of both sides of the public 
versus private power issue, the chamber is primarily interested in supporting 
whichever plan that qualifies as providing the most rapid means of developing 
the said hydroelectric power site or sites, with the stipulation that our support 
goes to whatever means, agency, organization, or group that can adequately 
construct and complete the dam or dams within a reasonable period of years, 
be it private or public, or a combination of both. 

2. That our support for the construction of a dam or dams within a reason- 
able period of time is further conditioned by the reservation that the rights 
and future welfare of all the people of the State of Idaho be, by the means, 
agency, organization, or group that does ultimately construct such facilities, 
preserved and the benefits thereof, including available electric power be reserved 
directly to and for the people and industries of the State of Idaho. 

3. That the dam site or sites shall not become mere public monuments or 
tourist attractions nor those whose real benefits are primarily diverted to citi- 
zens, interests, and industries of other States. 

Dated this 1st day of April 1955. 


GeorGe M. KieIn, Chairman of Board. 


RESOLUTION OF UNITED BROTHERHOOD OF CARPENTERS AND JOINERS OF AMERICA, 
Loca No. 2257, AHSAHKA, IDAHO 


MATTER IN SUPPORT OF CONSTRUCTION OF HELLS CANYON DAM BY THE UNITED STATES 
GOVERNMENT 


To the Honorable Subcommittee of the Committee of Interior and Insular Affairs 
of the United States Senate: 

Whereas the said committee of the United States Senate has determined to 
hold public meetings in the States most vitally effected by the proposed con- 
struction of a high dam at the Hells Canyon site on the Snake River along the 
borderline common to the States of Idaho and Oregon ; and 

Whereas said hearings appear to have as a purpose the giving of the com- 
mittee a sampling of the socalled grassroots sentiment of the people residing 
in the area to be most immediately affected by such a project; and 

Whereas Local No. 2257 of the Lumber and Sawmill Workers Union, American 
Federation of Labor, located at Orofino, in Clearwater County, State of Idaho, 
is composed of approximately 150 resident working men residing in the area 
immediately contingent to the Hells Canyon site ; and 
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Whereas the city of Orofina, county of Clearwater, and the State of Idaho 
will be vitally affected by such a project ; 

Now, therefore, the said Local No. 2257 of the Lumber and Sawmill Workers 
Union, American Federation of Labor, Orofino, Idaho, has authorized its duly 
elected officers to inform this honorable committee that the membership of said 
union has been for a number of years heretofore, and presently is, unanimously 
in favor of the construction by the United States Government of a high dam at 
the Hells Canyon site for the following reasons, among others: 

1. Such construction will be for the best interests of the working people of 
our area. 

2. That the economic development of the Pacific Northwest depends on full 
development of the resources of our rivers and the high dam at Hells Canyon is 
believed to be an integral part of such development ; 

8. That only by having competition from public power can the private power 
monopoly be kept in check and cheap power be made available to develop the 
economic resources of our area; 

Further, said officers are authorized to state that this organization has long 
been, and presently is, unalterably opposed to any giveaway of the storage sites 
on the Snake River to the Idaho Power Co. Such sites are the God-given 
heritage of our people and should be developed for the furtherance of the 
economic progress of our people and not be given to such private power monopo- 
lies as is represented by the Idaho Power Co. 

Dated this 31st day of March 1955. 


[SEAL] 
Attest the seal: 


J. D. Storm, President. 


Davin D. PLerr, Recording Secretary. 
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STATEMENT OF DEE ADAMS, MANAGER, Ferry County Pusiic Utinity District, 
REPUBLIC, WASH. 


Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, my name is Dee Adams. I am 
mmanager of the Ferry County Public Utility District, Republic, Wash. 

We are a nonprofit organization, which organized in 1945. We have 540 miles 
of line and approximately 1,200 consumers, most of which are rural. About 
200 of our consumers are in Okanogan County, the balance are in Ferry County. 
The ones in Okanogan County, we serve by mutual agreement between Okanogan 
Public Utility District and Ferry County Public Utility District. 

We have a board of commissioners which are elected by the people, who direct 
the affairs of the public utility district. We stress that they are locally elected 
because this represents truly a grassroots viewpoint, and the consumers interest 
in the public utility district and in cheap and abundant power. 

The only way we can serve the consumers we serve by lots of cheap and 
abundant power is by the manner we now serve them. If the cost of power 
were to go up, it would work a financial hardship on all of our consumers. 

We support S. 1333, which will authorize the construction by the Federal 
Government of a high multipurpose dam at the Hells Canyon site. In supporting 
the high dam, we are opposed to the construction of three smaller dams in the 
same area by the Idaho Power Co. 

We are not so much interested in who builds the dams, but we are vitally 
interested in the fact that we feel that the high multipurpose dam should be 
built. 

(1) Because of flood control. 

(2) Because of the down-river generation benefit to the other dams which 
are built now and are to be built on the Columbia River below Hells Canyon. 
If dams are built without the Hells Canyon Dam, we feel that it would be a 
waste of 485,000 kilowatts of generation. 

One reason we would like to see the Government build the dam is because 
of the low cost of Federal financing, using 24% percent interest. This is illus- 
trated by the first operating statement for Hungry Horse Dam, the twin brother 
of Hells Canyon Dain. 

For every 1 cent added interest rate the cost of Hells Canyon Dam would 
increase 24 percent. By this increase, it would mean that all of the utilities 
buying power from the dam would pay a 24 percent increase over the cost of 
financing with the Federal money. 

We also understand that Idaho Power Co. has several other sites. We cannot 
understand why they are so interested in building the three smaller dams on 
the Hells Canyon site. 

We feel that if the Government builds the Hells Canyon Dam it offers us 
positive hope of a full development with 60 percent more power for at least 
35 percent less cost per kilowatt-hour. 

Therefore, we strongly urge favorable action on this legislation. 


° 
STATEMENT OF J. L. ASHLOCK, EDITOR 


Speaking as a grassroots country newspaper editor, I could not advocate 
Hells Canyon Dam as a Federal project until the question mark with regard 
to the ability of the upper Snake to fill the dam is removed. 

It is not removed now—mainly ignored. 

“There is twice as much water in Snake River below the Salmon River than 
above it. 
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“There is three times as much water in Snake River below the mouth of the 
Clearwater (at Lewiston) than in the Hells Canyon area.” 

(Quoted from the small brochure, A—B-C’s of Hells Canyon Dam, p. 12, 
published by the Idaho Power, and paid for by the company’s stockholders. ) 

Again speaking from the viewpoint of the grassroots country editor: 

I can see no logic in the Associated Press news from Boise—I believe Boise— 
Hells Canyon as a Federal project was advocated as a means of flood control 
when— 

(1) The upper Snake was not at flood in 1948 when the flood disaster occurred 
at Vanport, near Portland, Oreg. 

(2) In common knowledge at the time, and in memory since then, the two 
main culprits in the Snake River system were the flooding Salmon and 
Clearwater. 

(3) Also, the editor notes that Hells Canyon costs—Federal estimates—allocate 
only 1.4 percent to flood control, and 94.71 percent to power production.’ 

1948 flood—river flow: 
Oxbow, 50,000 cubic feet per second. 
Salmon river, 103,000 cubic feet per second. 
Clearwater, 177,000 cubic feet per second. 

Also, I see no reason why a Government-owned dam should be constructed 
at Hells Canyon by direct expenditure of taxpayers’ funds and contributing 
nothing in taxes for local or State government * * * 

When low-head dams can be built with private capital at no cost to taxpayers 
in this area or elsewhere, and which would, on estimates, pay annually about 
$3 million in real property taxes for the direct benefit of the local Snake River 
Valley—in addition to needed Federal taxes. 

It is our feeling, amounting to a conviction, that this kind of thing, continued, 
and expanding to other fields, would change the American way of life as we know 
it today. 

It is the kind of thing that encourages man to live not from “the sweat of 
his brow,” but from the sweat of other brows. 

In all logic, whatever is done in the Hells Canyon matter should look far to 
the future. 

The next 50 years, according to forecast, about 1,200,000 acres of added land 
put under irrigation in the area of southern Idaho, and eastern Oregon above 
Hells Canyon. 

Each new acre requires about 2 acre-feet of water every year; 2,400,000 acre- 
feet, new land, 4 million high dam storage, 5,000 second-feet at Hells Canyon, 
minimum flow for navigation purposes, desired—United States Army Corps of 
Engineers. Other requirements made on the lifetime of southern Idaho. 

All the foregoing apparently expected from the upper Snake, a river about 
one-fourth of the volume of the lower Snake. 


STATEMENT oF QO. D. ARMSTRONG, SPOKANE, WASH. 


SPOKANE, WAS8H., April 5, 1956. 
UNITED STATES SENATE INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 

GENTLEMEN: My name is O. D. Armstrong. I am a resident of Spokane, Wash. 
I am financial secretary of the International. Woodworkers of America, Local 
10-100, an affiliate of the Congress of Industrial Organizations. I am also a 
member of the International Woodworkers of America Executive Board with 
headquarters in Portland, Oreg. My remarks relative to the Hells Canyon Dam, 
I am certain, coincide with the position taken by the majority of the people in 
the Northwest and my union, the IWA-CIO. . 

To state it simply and briefly, we feel a multipurpose high dam at Hells Can- 
yon on the Snake River can better serve this vast Northwest area than a series 
of low dams as proposed by the Idaho Power Co. We feel the Snake River 
with all its attendant natural resources along with its great potential of power 
and reclamation belongs to all the people and not to just a few bankers and 
insurance companies with headquarters in the New England States. We feel it 
is not the intent of our Divine Creator to turn control of the great Snake River 
over to powerful financial interests that are concerned mostly with gains on 
their investments and not the general welfare of the Northwest. 


‘From House Document No. 473, containing the official USBR study of Hells Canyon. 
Cited in A—B-—C’s above noted, p. 12. 
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Nature endowed the many of us in the Northwest with great natural resources 
and we believe it our duty to protect the heritage granted us against he on- 
slaught of giveaways to private monopolies concerned only with personal gains. 
The potentials of power, flood control, conservation, and recreation can best be 
protected by the erection of a high dam in Hells Canyon by the Federal Govern- 
ment, and once again that great river with its associated resources belongs to 
the people and should not be given to control of a few. 

Today, we are again threatened with a power shortage in the Northwest, a 
shortage that has already resulted in power cutbacks. If we are going to relieve 
this situation it certainly can be better done by the Federal construction of a 
high dam than by a series of low dams built at the discretion of a private power 
company ; Army Engineers’ Report No. 308 supports this contention. 

The same group that condemned the construction of Grand Coulee Dam are 
again up to their usual tactics in condemning the construction of the hign dam 
at Hells Canyon. Some of this group of reactionaries are so bent on discrediting 
the accomplishments of the Roosevelt administration that they would change the 
name of that great body of water back of the Grand Coulee Dam from Lake 
Roosevelt to Lake Spokane. When the reactionaries realized they were going to 
lose their fight against construction of Grand Coulee, they started clamoring 
about “to whom will they sell their power—to the jack rabbits?’ Well, their 
question has been answered by a great unprecedented development of the eastern 
part of the State of Washington. Do you suppose they want a return to the days 
of pre-Grand Coulee Dam—we will venture to say they do not. 

Let us measure the progress of this part of our great State by making a few 
comparisons. For instance, do you suppose the citizens of Moses Lake want 
to revert back to 25 years ago, to a community with a few hundred inhabitants? 
Today Moses Lake is a thriving city of 12,000 to 15,000 people brought about 
much by soil conservation through the medium of irrigation. Ephrata, Wash., 
is another shining example of progress resulting from the Grand Coulee Dam. 
Quincey, 25 years ago was a composite of a service station garage on one side 
of the highway and a restaurant on the other. Compare that with today’s 
Quincy, a thriving little city bustling with activity. The surrounding country 
was not much more than a vast desert wasteland 25 years ago with the chief 
assets of production as jack rabbits, rattlesnakes, and sagebrush. Truly, power, 
flood control, conservation, irrigation and reclamation has made the desert 
“blossom as a rose.” In addition the city of Spokane is the recipient of some 
rapid progress to the tune of vast new industries, thousands of new homes, new 
schools and many other improvements too numerous to mention. Spokane’s 
rapid growth has come about in the last 15 years with a population increase of 
about 50,000. Remember, Spokane had only about 122,000 people in 1940 but 
now an estimated population places the city at 175,000. Farsighted men 
predicted the great growth of the inland empire with the completion of the 
Grand Coulee Dam and its associated irrigation project. Certainly the predic- 
tion of those men has come true. Reference to Grand Coulee is used as a com- 
parison to help us realize what can be accomplished by construction of the multi- 
purpose high dam at Hells Canyon. Lets bring to an end, once and for all this 
giveaway program of the present administration by throwing our full support 
to United States Senate bill 1833. Let us not give that which rightfully belongs 
to the citizens of the Northwest to a private power company owned by a ‘few 
bankers and insurance companies of New England. 

Sincerely yours, 
©. D. ARMSTRONG, 
Financial Secretary, IWA-CIO, Local 10-100, 
813 West Riverside Avenue, Spokane, Wash. 


STATEMENT OF DeExTER BARNETT, AHSAHKA, IDAHO 


AHSAHKA, IpAHo, April 1, 1955, 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sirs: My belief in reference to the proposed Hells Canyon Dam is this: 
That the people of Idaho, whose first concern is the economy of Idaho should 
review the facts of the overall picture very thoroughly. It is common knowledge 
that, in event that the proposed high dam at Hells Canyon becomes a reality the 
power derived therefrom would be allocated approximately in the same propor- 
tion as all other dams constructed by the use of public funds. 
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There are about 4 million businesses, farms, and families that have a part of 
their electrical bills paid by 40 million others in the overall picture. There is 
enough power potential in the State of Idaho to service practically all of the 
west-coast States including Idaho, providing this power is properly allocated. 
Private enterprise is ready and willing to develop this power as anyone can see 
from the applications for permits which have been made. 

Construction by private enterprise would insure a wider distribution of dams, 
due to the fact that private industry advocates construction of numerous smaller 
dams, rather than a high dam such as the proposed Hells Canyon Dam. My 
belief is that the benefits derived from the construction of numerous dams would 
be distributed over a larger area and would benefit more people as a whole. In 
addition to this, the dams proposed by private enterprise would raise our eco- 
nomic standard due to the increased tax benefits that we would derive from their 
construction. There would be about 3 million in tax benefits to the State of 
Idaho each year to apply to our school problems, ete. 

If the Hells Canyon Dam is built, we would be paying out in Federal tax rather 
than reaping a benefit. 

Furthermore, we have vast areas in southern Idaho which at the present time 
have no voting populations but which is fertile land. Its only need is water. 
The only way to secure this water is by means of electrical power. Due to the 
level terrain, gravity irrigation is an impractical procedure. There is no vote 
coming from this area at present, but at the present rate of increase of the 
population of the United States we need that natural resource desperately. 

Allocations submitted by the federally constructed dams would doom this area 
to inactivity for many, many years. 

Very truly yours, 
DEXTER BARNETT, 
Individual Contractor, North Fork of the Clearwater, Ahsahka, Idaho. 





STATEMENT OF AMELIA MAY BATEMAN, PRosseR, WASH. 


My name is Amelia May Bateman. I am a social worker. My address is 931 
Kinney Way, Prosser, Wash. 

I wish to emphasize that the demand for low-cost power is constantly increas- 
ing. Wecan meet this need only by the development of our cheap and abundant 
energy base—falling water. 

Hells Canyou is the answer to our problem. Hells Canyon could supply water 
from its huge reservoir so that industry could have firm power the year around. 
This would attract industry to our Northwest. It could have payrolls—a market 
for the dairyman, a strong demand for local beef, an outlet for fruits and vege- 
tables for the farmer—plenty of jobs for the workingman and a self-sustained 
and balanced economy. 

The Northwest needs Hells Canyon. Let’s build it—now. 

Already we have waited too long. 


STATEMENT OF Dwicut BEACH, Route 6, SPOKANE, WASH. 


My name is Dwight Beach. I operate a farm northeast of Spokane, Wash., 
and I would like to say a few words in support of the bill in Congress which 
authorizes construction of a high dam at Hells Canyon. 

There has been lots of argument about the Hells Canyon Dam, and I don’t 
pretend to know all the technical aspects of the project. But when it all boils 
down, it seems to me that the question of whether we should build a high dam 
or a series of low dams is a simple one. Which will do the most good for the 
people in this region and the Nation? 

It is my understanding that a high dam will develop a large bloc of power 
itself, and in addition will make it possible for all present and future dams on 
the Snake and Columbia Rivers below it to generate more power because of the 
water the high dam can store and release. In fact there is some question as to 
whether four dams which have already been authorized on the lower Snake 
can be built at all without the help of storage at Hells Canyon. 

In other words, to get the most benefits possible from the waters of the Snake, 
we need the high dam at Hells Canyon. A farmer works with his land and 
develops it to produce the biggest and best crops he can get. This is considered 
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good practice for the farmer. I think the same principle applies to our rivers. 
We ought to develop them to get the most out of them, too. 

Living around Spokane, I have seen the tremendous benefits that have come 
to the Inland Empire, the State of Washington, and the whole country as a 
result of bringing in low-cost power. It has created new industrial capacity, 
thousands of new jobs, new business opportunities, and a tremendous source of 
new tax income for the city, the county, the State government, and the Federal 
Government. It has been important to the farmer in two ways: New markets 
have been created for our farm products, and it has helped to make it possible 
for us to have electricity on the farm at low rates. Low-cost electricity helps 
us to produce more and live better. 

All these benefits have come because the Federal Government built the dams 
and transmission lines to make cheap power available all over the region. The 
record that has been made so far proves this to be a sound policy not only from 
the financial standpoint, but as a means of progress. It seems foolish to me 
that we should consider changing that policy by letting private interests have 
the Hells Canyon site to generate a small amount of power to be sold at high 
rates. Only a few would benefit from this sort of arrangement, as compared to 
the many who would gain from a Government-built high dam. 

In speaking of the progress and prosperity that has come from dams and 
transmission lines that have already been built, it is interesting to note that 
these projects were opposed by some of the same groups that are now opposing 
the high dam at Hells Canyon. They said then that we shouldn’t build Grand 
Coulee Dam because it would be a waste of money and the power could never be 
sold. They said that the REA program was bound to fail because the farmer 
wouldnt’ use enough electricity to make it pay. They were dead wrong about 
these things, and I think they are just as wrong about Hells Canyon. 

It is going to take a lot of electric power to supply the needs of this country 
in the future, and I think we ought to get busy on a program of full development 
of our river resources. A high dam at Hells Canyon is a key project in the 
program and should be started without-delay. 


STATEMENT OF C. M. Berc, LATAH, WASH. 


LATAH, WasH., April 4, 1955. 


COORDINATOR OF HELLS CANYON HEARING, 
Pasco, Wash. 


Deak Sir: I would like to voice my opinion as to the construction of Hells 
Canyon Dam. 

I do not believe it necessary for the Government to enter into the construc- 
tion of this dam, as private business has the money and the know-how to do 
the job. Not only can they do. the job right, but with more economy. 

As a taxpayer and farmer, I am interested in our Government’s spending, 
and I, am, convinced through past experiences that private power can save the 
taxpayer money. 

Sincerely, 
C. M. Bera. 


STATEMENT OF Kigpy BILLINGSLEY, WENATCHEE, WASH. 


The high Hells Canyon Dam is needed to continue the orderly development 
of the Columbia River resource in accordance with the proven plan; therefore, 
we favor the legislation before this committee today. 

Hells Canyon is recognized as the best water-storage site remaining in the 
United States. To recognize the critical need for power in the Pacific North- 
west is to recognize the urgent need for this vital project. 

To build low dams in that section of the Snake River, as some have proposed, 
would mutilate the Columbia Basin camparable to the extent it would have 
heen mutilated by the proposed Kettle Falls Dam which would have destroyed 
the Grand Coulee high dam. 

The high Hells Canyon Dam should be built in accordance with the Metaie- 
tion now before this committee. 
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STATEMENT OF I. D. AND MABEL BINNS, BAKER, OREG. 


In event of enemy attack by air, the great depth and narrowness of Hells 
Canyon, with its many crooks and turns, would make this dam the most in- 
accessible target of all United States major dams. 

And this immense body of water could be drawn on to supplement the waters of 
the Columbia River when this river is at low ebb, and not have to close down 
plants, as has happened recently, throwing many men out of work. 


I. D. BINns, 
MABEL BINNS. 


STATEMENT OF R. E. BLAKEMORE, SPOKANE, WASH. 


SPOKANE, WasH., April 2, 1955. 
Mr. Rosertr B. SmIraH. 

Dear Str: I would like to voice my opinion as one of the many Northwest 
citizens who favor an early approval of the Senate bill (S. 1333) providing for 
the construction of a high dam at Hells Canyon. 

This would be another great step forward (like our Grand Coulee Dam) toward 
development of the Pacific Northwest; in ample power for industry, of which at 
present we are curtailing, and bring to the area industry, an added water for 
irrivation and navigation. 

We need this, it will bring added wealth and returns in power, a continued 
growth of our great Northwest. We ask that the committee give to our people, 
a favorable decision and authorize the approval of Senate bill 1333, and build the 
high dam at Hell’s Canyon. 

Respectfully, 
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STATEMENT OF LLoypD R. BonLKE, PROSSER, WASH. 


Aprit 3, 1955. 

As a farmer who having lived in the Yakima Valley in Washington the greater 
part of my 40 years. 

As master of the Rattlesnake Grange 868, the oldest grange in the county, 
Benton. 

After much study, and discussion with Mr. Preston Royer who was the oldest in 
service of our grange, being a charter member. 

Mr. Royer was one of the best versed in both public, and private power of any 
one in our Nation. 

Mr. Royer views, as is that of our grange, that a high dam be built by the 
United States Government in Hells Canyon. 

Mr. Royer passed away this past week. His death was the loss of one of the 
great workers for the building of Hells Canyon Dam. 

I cannot begin to express his views on the benefits of the dam, to the States of 
the Northwest or the Nation. 





Luoyp R. Bontxke, 
Master, Rattlesnake Grange 868, Prosser, Wash. 





STATEMENT OF EARLE F. Bryant, WoopLaNnp, WaAsH. 


TOWN OF WOODLAND, 
Woodland, Wash., April 4, 1955. 


The IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 

GENTLEMEN: I am writing in the interest of S. 1333, authorizing that a high 
dam be built at Hells Canyon and by the Federal Government. 

It is my opinion that the high dam should, by all means be built. This I 
consider to be basic, so that the full potential of the Snake can be utilized. It is 
my further judgment that because of the availability of lower interest money, 
building of the dam by the Government will result in lower cost power, which 
we must have for development. 
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We in this area know what it is to be devastated by flood waters so are highly 
concerned with the added flood control afforded by the high dam. 
| feel I cannot urge too strongly that a high dam be constructed at Hells Canyon 
and preferably by the Government. 
Respectfully yours, 
EARLE F. Bryant, Mayor. 


STATEMENT OF D. R. BuTier, CoLtrax, WASH. 


BUTLER-MILLER AGENCY, 
Colfav, Wash., April 4, 1955. 
HeLLS CANYON HEARING COORDINATOR, 
Pasco Hotel, Pasco, Wash. 

GENTLEMEN : In regards the proposed Hells Canyon Dam, it is my firm belief 
that this project would better serve the Northwest, and the Federal Government, 
if completed through private interests. 

Private enterprise should be encouraged to take over aS many ventures as is 

ossible and the Federal Government should avoid entering ventures that may 
compete with business. 

Should the Federal Government take over this dam, it would appear that all 
levels of Government would lose an excellent taxpayer. Also, this would be 
ust one more expense that will have to be paid from our taxes. 

Very truly yours, 
D. R. BuTLer. 


STATEMENT OF S. H. Butier, CotrFax, WAsH. 


BUTLER-MILLER AGENCY, 
Colfax, Wash., April 4, 1955. 
Hetts CANYON HEARING COORDINATOR, 
Pasco Hotel, Pasco, Wash. 


GENTLEMEN : I am very much in favor of the private interest building the dam 
over Snake River instead of the Federal Government, inasmuch as everything is 
set up for the private interest to go ahead right away and I can see no real gain 
to throw it back to the Federal Government for the high dam. 

I cannot understand how anyone conscientiously can be for the Federal Govern- 
ment entering into this construction when it would mean paying additional taxes 
against a new and large individual added to the tax rolls. 

We need to find more taxpayers rather than to find more ways to spend 
Government money. 

Very truly yours, 
S. H. Burter. 


STATEMENT OF HARALD S. CARTMELL, PAsco, WASH. 


Apriz 5, 1955. 


The Northwest has no oil, no natural gas, little coal. It does have water power, 
much of it undeveloped. The Government has long since run a survey on the 
potential water resources of the Northwest, based on the premise that each 
gallon of water do the maximum amount of work in its drop to the sea. Hells 
Canyon Dam is a key dam in that master plan. 

The Northwest is fast settling up, and industries are coming in, in large part, 
attracted by the cheap hydroelectric power which we have here. In order that 
this cheap power which is so important to our economy, both in peace and in time 
of possible war, be continued, it is of paramount importance that maximum 
development of this power potential be attained. 

It would be a major catastrophe to the Northwest were the high Hells Canyon 
Dam site to be forever blocked by the construction of the three low dams which 
are proposed by the Idaho Power Co. just as it would have been a major 
catastrophe to the Northwest had the great Grand Coulee Dam been forever 
blocked by a small dam that was similarly proposed. 

We of this part of the United States need more power available; we need cheap 
power, and above all, we need, for the full industrial development of this part of 
the country, to have the power rates stay low. 
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This can best be done, and only fully be done, through the following of the 
Government plan which includes the magnificent Hells Canyon Dam built with 
Federal funds, and repaid as the Bonneville and Grand Coulee Dam costs are 
being completely repaid, the end result being that the Government gets all of its 
money back, we the people still own the dam, and we the people reap perpetual 
dividends in low rates, 

H. S. CarTME Lt. 


STATEMENT OF GorpoN CocHRANE, CHAIRMAN, THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY, BENTON 
County CENTRAL COMMITTEE 


RICHLAND, WASH., April 4, 1955. 
To the Senate Subcommittee on Irrigation and Reclamation: 

A statement favoring the construction of Hells Canyon Dam (S. 1333). 

The many expressions of grassroots opinion that have come to me as a party 
worker in the past few years from both Democratic and Republican voters greatly 
favor the construction of Hells Canyon Dam and the continued development of 
the river system of the Pacific Northwest. 

There is no question that if the issue were to be presented to the people of 
Benton County of the State of Washington it would be voted upon favorably by 
an overwhelming majority. 

GORDON COCHRANE, Chairman. 


STATEMENT OF E. A, CowEeLL, EuREKA, WASH. 


Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I am Ernest A. Cowell, a farmer from Walla 
Walla County, Wash. I raise about 40,000 bushels of wheat a year. I am a 
director of the Walla Walla Grain Growers, Inc., Pomona Grange Master of 
Walla Walla County, and vice chairman of the transportation committee of the 
Walla Walla Chamber of Commerce. I am also a member of the Columbia 
County REA Cooperative. 

I wouldn’t be over here today if I didn’t think that this battle over Hells 
Canyon Dam is one of the most important problems facing our part of the 
country at the present time. 

From the standpoint of a farmer, I favor the high dam at Hells Canyon. As 
a farmer who lives in an area that went without electricity until the big Federal 
dams were built at Grand Coulee and Bonneville, over the opposition of the 
private utilities, I have learned the advantages of such dams the hard way. It 
looks to me as if the same reasoning applies to the high Hells Canyon. 

There is another reason, maybe ¢ven more important, why most of the farmers 
in my part of the country want the high Hells Canyon. The big problem of the 
wheat farmer is markets. We are a wheat-exporting area, and we have lost 
many of our export markets through prohibitive freight rates, or the interna- 
tional situation. Therefore anything we can do to cut freight rates and develop 
local markets should be done. 

High Hells Canyon would assure the eventual development of slack-water 
navigation from the Pacific Ocean to Lewiston, Idaho. We know from experi- 
ence that this will bring down freight rates. 

Further, if we can put more low-cost electricity on the big Bonneville trans- 
mission lines, we can build our light-metals reduction capacity. In time this 
will develop secondary fabricating industries, which will employ more people, 
who will eat more of our local wheat. Personally, I can’t see how—not having 
iron or coal—we can develop regional industry any other way. And we all know 
what the light-metals industry of the Northwest meant to our Nation in World 
War II. 

As I see it, Hells Canyon Dam is the key to whether this program is going 
ahead or not. If Idaho Power Co. builds three smaller dams in the Hells Canyon, 
it seems very doubtful if the lower Snake River will be developed. And the 
power from 3 privately built low dams will certainly cost a lot more than from 
1 Federal high dam. For one thing, the private companies will make 6 to 8 
percent on their investment, where the Government only charges 21% percent. 
This alone would make private power almost twice as expensive.- And they tell 
me that these aluminum plants will go to Louisiana, Texas, or Canada before 
they will pay $35 per kilowatt for their power. 

I believe that the good of the country and of the Northwest requires that the 
high Hells Canyon Dam be built. 
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STATEMENT OF Mrs. GRACE 8. Crooks, PRosser, WASH. 


My name is Mrs. Grace 8. Crooks, a housewife (widow), of 981 Kinney Way, 
Vrosser, Wash. I have believed in public power long before Bonneville and Cou 
lee Dams were built. I believe in public power dams being built by the Federal 
Government. I think Hells Canyon should be built to tie in with the other dams 
which we already have. Waterpower is the last natural resource left to the peo- 
ple of the United States and I think it should be used for the general welfare 
instead of being exploited for private profit. I fail to find anything in the Con- 
stitution of the United States that states that we, the people, who are the Govern- 
ment, cannot go in business for ourselves. Where would we have been in the 
Second World War if we hadn’t had Bonneville and Coulee Dam to provide power 
for the development of the atomic plant at Richland-Hanford or power for the 
aluminum plants necessary for making the planes needed? 

Therefore, it is my firm belief that the Federal Government should built the 
high dam at Hells Canyon. 


STATEMENT OF Harry CusteErR, Mayor, City or Pasco, Pasco, WAsH. 


Pasco, WasH., April 21, 1955 
SENATOR CLINTON T, ANDERSON, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear SENATOR ANDERSON: It is my understanding that your Committee on In- 
terior and Insular Affairs, which held field hearings on Senate bill 1333 in 
Pasco, Wash., on April 5, 1955, is to publish a record of this and other hearings 
dealing with the bill. During my testimony I stated that there were a nymber 
of other witnesses who wished to speak in opposition to the bill but were unable 
to do so because of lack of time. 

When the record is published, I urge that you enter into the record the names 
of the following people who were present at the Pasco hearing and who desired 
to testify in opposition to the bill: 


Glenn Grady, Palouse Claude Edgren, Colfax 
Fred Olson, Palouse Willis Shaver, Lacrosse 
Roy Draper, Palouse Chester Dismore, Pullman 
Bernard Redmond, Palouse Joe Ashlock, Pullman 
John Baggott, Palouse Howard Finch, Pullman 
30yd Harlow, Colfax W. Lehman, Pasco 


Thank you for extending the record to include these additional names. 
Very truly yours, 
Harry Custer. 


STATEMENT OF ORVILLE CUTSFORTH, Morrow County, OREG. 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am Orville Cutsforth, a farmer 
from Morrow County, Oreg. I represent the Morrow County Farm Bureau. 
We wonder if too much attention isn’t being given to the production of elec- 
tricity. Of course, there is a scarcity of it but other means may be developed 
for its production. The development of our water resources and the conserva- 
tion of them is, we believe, the most important. 

The Hells Canyon Dam Reservoir with its 2,100-foot crest is the only reservoir 
in the Columbia River system in Oregon or Washington high enough to irrigate 
or build the falling water tables in the three dry counties of Oregon, namely, 
Umatilla, Morrow, and Gilliam. And when we say “dry”, we mean that: This 
year has been the driest in 34 years, since I have been farming here. Practically 
all of the heavily pumped wells in Morrow County are going dry. In March of 
this year we had the greatest dust storm this State has ever known. 

While it is true there is no irrigation planned out of Hells Canyon Reservoir, 
who among us is brave enough to offer it to California? What proportion of 
that water falling 700 feet over Hells Canyon Dam would the energy generated 
there lift back up from the Columbia to our elevation of 1,700 feet—one quarter? 
We would not need that much, and couldn’t it be done with off-peak loads, too? 

We are also afraid that without the high dam generation we will never get 
cheap fertilizer from the phosphate beds in Idaho. Of course, the fertilizer 
interests in Tennessee and Florida want to continue to sell their product here, 
but with falling farm prices and the increasing necessity of it we must have a 
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cheaper product. The largest cash expense item on my farm last year was 
fertilizer. Then, too, the continued development of the Grand Coulee irrigation 
project and other projects will increase the demand for fertilizer many times 
over. 

Truly, the two big things in the future will be water and fertilizer, and the 
low dams will get us neither. 


STATEMENT OF Frep C. Davis, SECRETARY-TREASURER, ELGIN CHAMBER OF COoM- 
MERCE, ELGIN, OREG. 


APRIL 4, 1955. 
To Whom It May Concern: 

1 am at the present time and have been for over a year the secretary-treasurer 
of the Elgin, Oreg., Chamber of Commerce. For several years prior to being 
the secretary-treasurer of the Elgin Chamber of Commerce I was a member in 
good standing of this chamber. 

Within the last 18 months, the Elgin Chamber of Commerce has had a program 
in which the officials of the California Pacific Utilities Co. presented the pro- 
gram—past, present, and future—of this utilities company for northeastern 
Oregon (Union and Wallowa Counties). Within the same period of time, a 
separate program designed to show the merits of the high dam proposal at 
Hells Canyon was presented to the Elgin Chamber of Commerce. The chamber 
voted to send a resolution endorsing the high dam proposal to several different 
Senators and Representatives in Washington, D. C. 

Very truly yours, 3 
Frep C. Davis, Secretary-Treasurer, i 


MERA ad Aine 5~'C paleia 


ATONE it ctl oaR. 


ime 


STATEMENT OF Roy DRAPER, PALOUSE IMPLEMENT Co., PALOUSE, WASH. 


Palouse, Wash., April 4, 1955. 


ool Us 


(‘OORDIN ATOR OF HELLS CANYON DAM HEARING, 
Pasco, Wash. 
Dear Str: I come from an area which is served by a private power company % 
and we in the community feel they are giving excellent service at low rates. j 
When private capital is available and willing to make investments in power 
development projects they most certainly should be encouraged to do so. In 


turn their property is put on county, State, and Federal tax rolls. i 
In the controversy over which is best—a high dam or a series of low dams— 4 
on the Snake River it should be left to the Federal Power Commission. The ; 
problems are highly technical and should be decided after exhaustive studies % 
have been made by qualified people. 3 
Very truly yours, ‘ 
PALOUSE IMPLEMENT CO., j 

Roy Draper. i 

STATEMENT OF G. P. DutHIe Co., PULLMAN, WASH. 


PULLMAN, WASH., April 4, 1955. 





HELLS CANYON HEARING, 
Care FB. B. Curtis, 
Lewis and Clark Hotel, Lewiston, Idaho: 
Urge Government stay out of Hells Canyon Dam project and allow private 
power companies to build dams. 











G. P. DUTHIE Co. 


STATEMENT OF AL C. EMRICH 





CONTINENTAL RADIANT GLASS HEATING Corp., 
New York 16, N.Y. 
To the Irrigation-Reclamation Subcommittee of the United States Senate 
Interior Affairs Committee. 
GENTLEMEN: Any nation that does not take the necessary steps to conserve all 
of its natural resources for the benefit of its citizens will someday regret its 
negligent administration. 
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The matter of whether Hells Canyon Dam or the three low dams should be 
built we feel is a matter of simple arithmetic. It appears that the high dam will 
make available for all time approximately a half-million kilowatts of electrical 
energy. The sales of some of our products are dependent upon an adequate 
power supply in the Pacific Northwest. We have had a tremendous development 
in this area because the Federal Government has advanced money for the 
Columbia River development which is being paid back with interest. This may 
have put the Government in business but it has also put us in business and we 
want to stay. 

In Cowlitz County alone last year the electric heating business amounted to 
over $750,000 at the retail level. We strongly urge you to do everything in your 
power to see this project approved. We in the West do not object to Mississippi 
River flood control; why should Midwest Senators object to Pacific Northwest 
development? 

Yours truly, 
At C. EMRICH, 
Western States Sales Manager. 


STATEMENT OF RALPH ETHIER, PROSSER, WASH, 


My name is Ralph Ethier. I am president of the board of trustees of Benton 
Rural Electric Association of Prosser, Wash. My occupation is farming. 

I have been working for over 10 years with the rural power program in the 
Yakima Valley. 

I have studied the Columbia River power development program as outlined 
by the Army engineers and the B. P. A. and in conversing with the members of 
our grange, American Legion, and neighbors we strongly urge the construc- 
tion of the high Hells Canyon Dam. 

It is of primary need for the control of the river flow by the use of the storage 
capacity. The additional power is imperative to the development of the entire 
Northwest. 

It is my opinion that a great majority of the people of my area are in favor 
of the high dam and strongly opposed to the construction of the low dams as 
proposed by the Idaho Power Co. 





STATEMENT OF VIVIENNE BarrD ETHIER, WHITE SwAN, WASH. 


I am Vivienne Baird Ethier, White Swan, Wash. I am a 4-H leader and 
REA representative of power suppliers in the 4-H program, 

I have lived on an irrigated ranch where proper control of water meant a 
profitable crop or excessive soil erosion. It seems to me that control of our 
rivers are just as important. 

By welding one link, the high dam at Hells Canyon will make possible the 
eventual completion of a strong chain of dams as outlined in the Army engineers 
and B. P. A. report. 

We are fighting for this dam, not for a selfish purpose, but to leave the proper 
development of our natural heritage to our young people so that they may carry 
forward the sensible plan of power development in our Northwest region. 





STATEMENT OF Howarp FINCH, OF PULLMAN, WASH. 


PULLMAN, WASH., April 4, 1955. 
MEMBERS OF SENATE SUBCOMMITTEE CONDUCTING HEARINGS ON SENATE BILt 1333. 

Dear Sirs: I come here to present my opinion and I believe the opinion of a 
very substantial majority of the people of Whitman County, Wash., concerning 
the Hells Canyon Dam controversey. 

I want you to know that I come here of my own free will and accord, and am 
not representing any group or organization. I believe in our American process 
of government and as you gentlemen are the elected representatives of the people 
you are entitled to know the true and honest opinion of the people whom you 
represent and pass laws to govern. 
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I honestly believe that the large majority of the people in Whitman County 
are in favor of the private power companies developing the Snake River for 
power. I say this because you rarely hear in my county any suggestion of 
public power ; and no candidate for public office that has advocated publie power 
has been elected in many years—those that have, have been defeated by very 
sizable majorities. I cite the case of the 1952 election when Governor Langlie, 
who is a stanch opponent of Hells Canyon high dam, carried our county by almost 
3 to 1 against an opponent who was for public power. 

I believe there are definitely times when it is essential for the Government to 
develop certain of our national resources, but this should be done only when the 
private people are unable to do for the people that which the people demand 
and are entitled to. According to reliable figures given out, this is not the case in 
the Hells Canyon case. I will not load you down with a lot of figures as I know 
you have available to you the most capable and reliable technical experts in 
America to give you the figures ; but I know the low dams will produce the desired 
kilowatts at a much lower cost figure than the high dam. 

We in the Northwest need kilowatts and not political strategy and campaign 
naterial. The private power people are ready now to build a dam—as you 
illustrious gentlemen know from past congressional action, we may not have 
these much-needed kilowatts for years to come if this project is handled like the 
Ice Harbor propect. The Ice Harbor project was approved several years ago and 
is not yet in operation nor is there any indication that congressional appropria- 
tions are forthcoming to start it anytime in the future. 

We in the State of Washington know the consequences that come from the 
Federal Government spending millions of dollars developing nontaxable projects. 
Our State is becoming populated fast by people who have come here to work for 
nontaxpaying companies. Our State is in great financial difficulties and can only 
balance the budget by additional taxes on private business and low-income tax- 
payers, by putting a high occupational tax on business and a very high sales tax 
on retail sales. We need private peuple to invest in our Northwest that are able 
to pay these fair share of taxes and not do as the public power people do by 
lobbying the legislatures to, “Please don’t tax me as I am unable to pay taxes 
and compete with efficiently operated private concerns that are able to pay their 
taxes.” 

We in Whitman County know what private power can do. We have one of the 
lowest electrical rates in the United States furnished by private power. Other 
commodities have doubled in price since 1940 but we are actually paying less 
now than in 1940 per kilowatt. We get excellent service and I, being one that 
has lived under public operated power, know we get much prompter service and 
cheaper electricity from private than from public companies, plus the fact that 
we receive taxes from the private people to help pay for the government services 
which their employees demand, such as, schools, roads, ete. 

Remember, gentlemen, the decision is in your hands as to whether we shall 
have kilowatts or not. You owe it to the people ef the Northwest to give the 
people the kind of government we want and there is no doubt that that is by 
private development. We want you to know we are opposed to creeping social- 
ism and believe the best interest of the people can be served by having more 
taxpayers and more tay-payable property with less taxes on the few that are 
now paying. 

Howarp FiInc#. 


STATEMENT OF PHIL FRESHWATER, PASCO, WASH. 


CoLUMBIA BASIN NEws, 
Pasco, Wash., April 5, 1955. 
Members, Subcommittee on Trriagation and Reclamation, Senate Interior and 
Insular Affairs Committee, Pasco, Wash.: 


Concerned by the lack of hydroelectric power developments in the Northwest; 
the constant curtailment of power delivered to industry and the consequent 
damage to the present and the future of the Northwest, the Columbia Basin 
News reaffirms its support for the Federal development of the Hells Canyon 
Dam site on the Snake River. 

Grave need has been shown, in the engineering reports you gentlemen already 
have, for adequate water storage on the Columbia River system. Many studies 
have shown the Hells Canyon site to be the most feasible for development of 
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water storage, a development which will add greatly to the value of the existing 
hydroelectric plants on the Columbia River. 

Hells Canyon development is an investment in the future, an investment 
which will add tremendously to the value of the existing Federal projects and 
an investment which, in the long run, will be much smaller than recourse to 
steam generation plants. 

Although atomic energy may some day be tamed and turned to the generation 
of electricity, we should not waste an inexhaustible natural resource, the falling 
water of the Columbia River system. 

The water exists. Controlled, it will be of vast benefit to this area and to 
the Nation at large. Improperly controlled, its value will be much less. Un- 
controlled, it will be, at best, shameful waste and it may become a monster 
destroying both natural resources, our land, and man’s own investments in the 
river valleys, homes, factories, and cities. 

For the Federal Government and this area to extract full benefit from the 
development of the Columbia River system, Federal development of the Hells 
Canyon site is necessary. 

PuHit FresHWAtTeR, Managing Editor. 


STATEMENT OF FRANCES FRINT, KELSO, WASH. 


KELSO, WASH., April 4, 1955. 

IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION COMMITTEE OF THE SENATE INTERIOR AND INSULAR 
AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 

GENTLEMEN: I am employed as a secretary and am interested in the growth 
of the Pacific Northwest. 

Hells Canyon Dam would be very beneficial in flood-control benefits of the 
lower Columbia Valley. 

I strongly urge the construction of the high dam at Hells Canyon. 


Yours truly, 
FRANCES F'RINT. 





STATEMENT OF LEONARD FULTON, WASHINGTON STaTE GRANGE, RocKrorp, WasH. 


RockrorD, WASH., March 81, 1955. 
To the Members of the Subcommittee of The Senate Interior Committee. 


GENTLEMEN: The question of a high dam at Hells Canyon as proposed by 
Senate bill 1833 is reminiscent of the question of building Grand Coulee Dam 
here in Washington. Certainly if we had it to do over again there would be 
no argument as to its overall purpose and objective as a long-time program. 
Nor could there be any argument as to whether it should be publicly or privately 
built. 

The combined purpose of building for power, reclamation, and storage pre- 
clude any possibility of a privately constructed system. Grand Coulee would 
still be a dream and industrial and agricultural development would be where 
it was years ago had not our Government taken the initiative in the development. 

The proposition of building Hells Canyon Dam seems pretty much of a dupli- 
cate to Grand Coulee and other federally developed projects. Not only is the 
overall purpose typical of a public utility but envisions the time when it will 
become debt free and reduced to a cost basis. 

The proposition of privately constructed projects can have only one motive, 
that of profit, for no other incentive could be involved. Under such projects 
the people eventually pay the cost but never become the owner. The situation 
is similar to the one where we wheat farmers used to continually pay for storage 
elevators but never owned them. The trend now is reversed toward producer 
ownership as it should be. 

The hope is here expressed that Senate bill 1333 will be enacted by Congress, 
that Hells Canyon Dam may become a reality and join the network of North- 
west power and development projects. 

Respectfully yours, 
LEONARD FULTON, | 
Agricultural Chairman, Washington State Grange. 








1274 HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 


STATEMENT OF OMER GEORGE, BAKER, OREG. 


Baker CouNTY COMMERCIAL CLUB, 
Baker, Oreg., April 1, 1955. 

The Baker County Commercial Club is composed of businessmen, tradesmen, 
and farm operators of Baker County. Before backing the Hells Canyon project 
the directors decided to conduct a secret poll of the members to decide on whether 
to take action either for or against the building of Hells Canyon Dam by the 
Federal Government. An overwhelming majority were in favor of the full 
multipurpose benefits that would be provided by the Federal system of develop- 
ing the main trunk of the Snake River. It is the position of the club that only 
through maximum storage of the Snake and Columbia Rivers and the resultant 
increase in multipurpose benefits can this locality and the Nation receive the 
greatest aid from the resource. 

The club, therefore, has joined as an organization with the residents and 
business people of the county generally as individuals, in actively lending sup- 
port to saving the comprehensive river program and seeking to broaden its 
benefits by authorization of the high dam on Snake River at this county’s eastern 
border. 

Our county at one time was one of the top mineral-producing areas of the 
State, but, unfortunately, lack of low-cost power in this area compelled our 
mineowners to ship their ore to the competitive power area of the coast. The 
cost of freight to the Tacoma smelter, approximately $20 per ton on ore, has 
caused most of our mines to close with the consequent loss to our economy as 
well as to that of the Nation. In recent years the cost of operating power at 
the mines has been a factor in increasing mining overhead beyond the margin 
of profit; and high-power and ore-treatment costs will continue to discourage 
the development of low-grade volume ores. 

Recreation and tourist benefits of the Hells Canyon Dam on the scale that 
the large Federal dams attract would be of great value to this area; and these 
would not be provided by the substitute plan of the Idaho Power Co., the rec- 
reation and tourist service people of this locality have determined. None of 
the private utility’s existing plants have any major tourist attraction and have 
only minor recreation on a local scale. There is no reason to expect that the 
new small dams as they propose would be otherwise. 

We believe that full hydroelectric development of our greatest resource on 
an equal competitive basis all over the Northwest is imperative to provide 
the incentive for maximum growth of business. 

The fate of the Nation can well depend, as it did in World War ITI, upon the 
ability of the area to make huge blocks of power available with which to provide 
the strength for maximum production to guarantee our very existence as a free 
nation. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Omer GEORGE, President. 


STATEMENT OF GLEN GRADY, PALOUSE, WASH. 


PaLouse, WasH., April 4, 1955. 


CoorRDINATOR OF HELLS CANYON DAM HEARING, 
Pasco, Wash. 


Dear Str: My name is Glen Grady. I am a farmer and live in Whitman 
County, near the town of Palouse. 

I am concerned with the lack of electric power, having gone through two 
brownouts in recent years. 

Since private power is ready and willing to build these dams, and it is appar- 
ent that they will be able to give us power sooner than public power and at a 
much smaller cost, I say let them build them. I am a Democrat, but I say let’s 
quit squabbling over public and private power. 

The only real objection to private power building these dams seems to be that 
they will not hold enough water. If this is true, the Federal Power Commission 
can ask the Idaho Power Co. to build these dams a little higher and I am sure 
they will cooperate. 

I think there is some truth in the statement that Washington and Idaho could 
use tax money from private built dams. 

Very truly yours, 
GLEN GRADY. 
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STATEMENT OF BuRTON HALL, MANAGER, BENTON RuRAL ELEcTRIC ASSOCIATION, 
PROSSER, WASH. 


My name is Burton Hall. I am manager of the Benton Rural Blectric Asso- 
ciation, a REA-financed electric cooperative serving 3,200 rural consumers in 
Benton and Yakima Counties, Wash. 

We have a requirements contract with Bonneville Power Administration for 
power supply. This is our only power source. We are, therefore, completely 
dependent on Bonneville Power Administration for adequate supply of power at 
low cost as a condition of staying in business. 

A look at the Statement of Power Situation in the Pacific Northwest, prepared 
by Bonneville Power Administration, March 17, 1955, is far from reassuring. 
Power use is exceeding the far too conservative Bonneville estimate. Stream 
flows are below minimum and storage drawdown is at a dangerous level. Lake 
Roosevelt, back of Coulee Dam, is nearly empty. The snow reserve in the 
Columbia watershed is reported at 80 percent of normal. A realistic appraisal 
of our present situation points to additional storage capacity as basic to any 
solution. 

Voluminous engineering studies have been prepared covering the feasibility of 
the Hells Canyon project. Unfortunately the conclusions have become dis- 
torted in the turmoil of a competitive situation. If we could eliminate the fever 
of prejudice, the following conclusions seem obvious : 

1. The storage reserve created by Hells Canyon is needed now, and every low- 
water year. Present and future downstream generation will benefit by a sta- 
bilized streamflow. 

2. The direct generation at Hells Canyon, plus the downstream benefits, are 
urgently needed to keep pace with load growth in this region. Our future load 
estimates have been consistently low. We are driving industry out of our area 
by a threatened power shortage when we should be drawing industry in by 
attractive power rates and assured supply. 

3. The Hells Canyon Location involves a minimum cost in relocation of exist- 
ing highways, railroads, utilities, etc. The money spent will go directly into 
building the facility. 

4. Hells Canyon Dam involves the economy of the 11 Western States. It is 
more than a local problem and therefore should be developed on a regional or 
Federal basis. 

I urge this subcommittee to give favorable recommendation for immediate 
start of the Hells Canyon Dam. I respectfully plea to each member of this com- 
mittee for his active support of S. 1333, authorizing the construction, operation, 
and maintenance of Hells Canyon Dam. 

Thank you. 

Burton A. HALL, 
ifanager, Benton Rural Electric Association, Prosser, Wash. 





STATEMENT OF RAMON E. HALL, PULLMAN, WASH. 


My name is Ramon E. Hall. I am a senior in chemical engineering at Wash- 
ington State College at Pullman, Wash. Like all the youth of today, I am 
looking toward the Pacific Northwest for my future. 

During the past few years, I have been undergoing an intensive training 
program in the underlying principles of industrial operations and design. This 
training has not only required that the basic principles of industrial engineering 
be reviewed, but that current works and reports in the field be studied. These 
studies have pointed out that one of the primary points to be considered in plant 
location is the availability of low cost power. 

Note the accentuation of the word “availability.” This word means that power 
must be on hand when required, and not for just certain times of the year, nor 
in limited quantities. If a plant be built for a certain capacity, and if this 
capacity cannot be realized for the entire operating period for which it was 
designed, this plant will not be able to compete with companies in other parts 
of the Nation who are able to operate at top efficiency. This competition is the 
basis of the American economy. 

Industrial expansion inherently brings with its civic growth, opportunities for 
loval business expansion, markets for farm goods, and jobs for the area’s 
inhabitants. The State of Washington is growing. It needs more power for 
industry’s wheels. It needs lots of this power. 
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This power cannot be obtained if certain small groups exploit natural resources, 
to their own needs, not to the resource’s total potential. Since small groups do 
not have the necessary capital nor desire to develop these resources for everyone, 
the National Government must step in and develop these resources for the 
best of the entire Northwest and indirectly for the welfare of the Nation. 

If the Hells Canyon development were utilized in order that the largest 
quantity of dependable, year-around power becomes available this obstacle 
to plant location will be removed, and the great potential of the Pacific North- 
west may be further realized. 

This development in industry requires large numbers of people, technical and 
nontechnical. This means jobs, higher incomes, more opportunity, and an incen- 
tive for your children, and some day mine, to make this Northwest a great 
industrial center, and in turn a great place to live, and not force them to seek 
employment in the East or California while the Pacific Northwest remains 
strictly agrarian and underdeveloped. 

Ramon E. Hatt. 





STATEMENT OF WALTER C. Hatt, YAKIMA, WaSH. 


YAKIMA, WASH., April 1, 1955. 
Mr. EVERETT ALLEN, 
Mr. Harry Huptow, 
Pasco, Wash. 

Dear Sirs: Your invitation to attend the Interior and Insular Affairs Com- 
mittee hearing on Hells Canyon controversy at hand. Will say that I cannot 
attend at this season of the year but am very much interested since monopoly 
which is private enterprise being carried to excess is creating a feudalistic 
system in our country. Feudalism spells the end of our American system so every 
red-blooded American ought to wake up and protest the handing over of any 
of our natural resources to monopoly. Even if Idaho Power Co. was not a link 
in a chain of private monopoly their application for permit to build on the Snake 
River where they will prevent the full use of the potential power of the Snake 
River, should be denied, since their proposals are merely diversion dams. I 
do not see that any official of our Government has any right to either give away 
or sell to private enterprise any of the natural resources that belong as much 
or more to future generations as they do to us. 

To me it is little short of treason to give away the potential power resources 
of the Snake River. 

Hoping that the committee will have influence enough with Congress and the 
Interior Department to refuse the application of Idaho Power Co. 

I remain 

Yours very truly, 
Watrter C. Hatt. 


P. 8S. If these statements are of any use you are at liberty to use the same 
or my name at said hearing. 









STATEMENT OF Ross A. HANCHETT, WOODLAND, WASH, 


Lewis River News, 
Woodland, Wash., April 4, 1955. 
The IRRIGATION-RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE. 
The INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 

GENTLEMEN : I would like to take this opportunity to urge the full development 
of all the waterpower potentials of the Hells Canyon site. 

From the standpoint of power produced and the flood-control potentials of a 
high dam at the Hells Canyon site I feel that this course is advisable, 

Who builds the dam—the Federal Government or a private concern—or 
whether it is constructed on a partnership basis is secondary. The most im- 
portant thing is that the dam be constructed in a manner that will develop 
the full power and flood-control possibilities. 

I believe that most residents of this area are aware of the necessity of hydro- 
electric power for the future industrial development of the Northwest. We in 
the Woodland area are particularly concerned with all flood-control measures 
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nd how this control will be furthered by construction of dams on major rivers 
f the Columbia River drainage area. 
Sincerely, 


€ 
z 
% 
: 
: 
a 


Ross A. Hancuert, Publisher. 


STATEMENT OF PHILIP HARGREAVES, Route 2, Prosser, WASH. 


Written testimony for congressional Hells Canyon hearing at Pasco, Wash., 

ril 5, 1955. 

Philip Hargreaves, Route 2, Prosser, Wash., member State board of Washing- 

un Farm Bureau; member of board of Mid-Columbia Regional Library; secre- 

ry-treasurer Yakima Valley Sheep Marketing Association. 

rhe views expressed herein are my own. 

| believe we are searching for a statement of principle in the light of which 

| arguments for a high or low dam at Hells Canyon can be assessed and a 
decision reached. To this purpose, I would like to suggest the following: The 

ght decision will best pass the test of time. When the pressures and diver- 

onary arguments and namecalling are 10 or 50 years in the past, how will the 
jistorians rate the decision for a high or low dam at the Hells Canyon location 
which Congress has it in its power to make? 

The long-term interests of the United States are in full development of our 
esoureces in all parts of our country. The threat of atomic warfare which we 
vill probably always have with us to some degree has pointed up the military 
canger—if not the economic and political smallness—of laws which have dis- 
riminated against full development of all regions of the United States. Full 
levelopment of our water resources at Hells Canyon means construction of the 
high dam with its greater water-storage capacity. The impounding of the extra 
water means more power at the dam site and at every downstream dam, more 
water for future downstream irrigation systems and industry, integration in the 
comprehensive flood-control program for the Columbia River Basin. 

Full development of resources will be the historical test of the wisdom of 
today’s Congressmen who may determine for all time the limits to which this 
particular river resource site may be developed. Assuming that the compre- 
hensive plan for development of the Columbia basin was soundly developed, we 
uust give support to construction of a high dam at Hells Canyon. 

How do some of the principal arguments for the low dams withstand the test 
of the long view? 

1. States rights are seen to be of less importance than the national welfare. 

2. The argument that the low dams are our best bet for development of ade- 
quate power for the 1960's is seen to be of less importance than planning for 
adequate power for the year 2000 and all the years which will follow, God 
willing. 

3. The fact that no irrigation project is to be immediately connected with the 
Hells Canyon location is of less significance than the certain need in the future, 
downstream, of all the fresh water that can be impounded. 

The argument that private enterprise can do a job of construction more effi- 
ciently and at no cost to the taxpayer is of less weight when we see that the 
proponents of the low dams are not talking to the same purpose, pursuing the 
dictates of principle. They are unable to apply their claims to construction of 
the high dam. 

The claim to greater taxpaying support of the local and Federal areas of 
Government never did amount to more than a claim to superior tax-collecting 
ubility. 

If the private power companies and their public-relations-minded friendly 
politicians were sincerely opposed to socialistic, Federal construction and opera- 
tion of power production, they could have been expected to do more than attempt 
\o transfer this control to the politically more impressionable State governments 
through their now soundly rejected interstate-compact proposal. 

It was the original intention that executive bodies like the Federal Power 
(‘ommission should carry out policy ; not determine it. The formula for decisions 
which Congress handed the FPC was obviously too generalized if it permits the 
F¥PC to decide for low dams at Hells Canyon, less storage capacity, less power 
production, less irrigation potential, and no flood control for all future time. 

I ask that the committee urge Congress to exercise its prerogative of policy, 
decision on the Hells Canyon issue, exercising that right in the interests of their 
own children and grandchildren. 

PuHitip HARGREAVES 
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STATEMENT OF ELLEN T. HARRISON, BAKER, OREG. 
BAKER, OrEG., April 3, 1955. 


SENATE COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS? 

As evidenced by the results of the recent election it is evident the people decided 
they wanted the high dam at Hells Canyon. 

Bonneville Dam has helped Oregon. The people have benefited by more in- 
dustry which was induced West by cheaper power. From all reports, Bonneville 
has been paying for itself. 

A high dam at Hells Canyon could recover some of the money spent by the sale 
to private power companies. It would also insure sufficient power for future 
generations under a concrete and long-term program and fully develop the river 
resources. 

Respectfully yours, 
ELLEN T.. HARRISON. 


STATEMENT OF D. I. HopxKins, St. JOHN, WASH. 


My name is D. I. Hopkins. I am a wheat and livestock farmer at St. John, in 
Whitman County, Wash. I helped to organize the Inland Power & Light Co., a 
rural electric cooperative, and have served as its president since the beginning in 
1937. It is in behalf of this organization that I am appearing here today. 

The Inland Power & Light Co. serves about 6,000 farm units in Spokane, Whit- 
man, Garfield, and neighboring counties, comprising about 75 percent of the 
farms in the area. In the past 20 years, through peace and war, these farms 
have made an outstanding contribution to our economy through their production 
of grain, peas, and livestock and dairy products. A vital factor in the success of 
their efforts has been the availability of electricity at a reasonable price through 
their REA cooperative. 

In order to continue providing our members with electric service so essential 
to their operations, we are concerned with two problems: that of an adequate 
supply of power, and that of the cost of our wholesale power. So far, our con- 
tracts with the Bonneville Power Administration have solved both of these 
problems, but the future does not look so bright. 

In our 18 years of operation, the average annual consumption of electricity by 
our members has grown tremendously. Today, our average member uses almost 
as much electricity in 1 month as he did in a whole year a few years ago. We 
have every reason to believe that this rapid increase in consumption is going to 
continue in years to come. Power distributors all over the region are having a 
similar experience. To supply the requirements of farm, urban and industrial 
consumers all over the Northwest, the potential sources of electric energy are go- 
ing to have to be developed to the fullest extent. We cannot afford to let a great 
power and storage site like the Hells Canyon be spoiled forever by partial ex- 
ploitation for private interests, and passage of this bill for a high dam at Hells 
Canyon is the only thing that will prevent it. In the future we will need all the 
power possible to be developed. 

Besides needing large quantities of electric power for the future, the price of 
that power is important. A low power cost is the basis on which industrial and 
agricultural expansion can take place. That has been clearly demonstrated in 
the Columbia River Valley where we have had a program of the Federal develop 
ment of major dam sites with transmission lines to carry the power to all parts 
of the region. Anyone who has lived in the region can testify to the tremendous 
development that has taken place because of this program of wide distribution 
of power at cost. As a nonprofit cooperative, Inland Power & Light Co. has 
passed on to its members the savings made possible by our low wholesale power 
bills from the Bonneville Administration. As a result, they have made wide use 
of electricity, increasing production and efficiency on the farm. We want this 
program to continue through Federal development of the high dam at Hells 
Canyon, and distribution of its power at cost to all users in the region. 

There is another very important point I wish to make before closing my re- 
marks. It has to do with navigation on the Snake River. Transportation costs 
are an important factor in the marketing of grains from the Big Bend and Palouse 
areas. Consequently the farmers in my part of the State are eager to see the 
Snake River developed for navigation from Lewiston, Idaho, all the way to the 
sea. This development can take place with the construction of a number of dams 
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on the lower Snake which have already been authorized for construction. But 
the feasibility of these dams, I am told, is dependent upon the construction of a 
high dam at Hells Canyon to provide storage water. So, without a high dam 
at Hells Canyon, we will lose not only the tremendous power output of the dam 
itself plus the added output of the lower Snake and Columbia River dams, but 
also the navigation and flood control benefits as well. 

Wasting our natural resources is a sin which none of us in this generation want 
to be accused of. But if we fail to build the high dam at Hells Canyon we will 
he guilty of that sin and will carry forever a black mark in the eyes of future 
generations. 


STATEMENT OF HARRY H. HupLow, MANAGER, FRANKLIN County PUD, 
Pasco, WAsH. 
Pasco, WasHu., April 5, 1955. 

The following brief statement is presented to correct errors in fact contained 
in testimony presented by opponents to 8S. 1333. 

The statement was made that Franklin County PUD has made no reduction in 
rates since the district began operation in November 1947. As a matter of fact, 
the Franklin County PUD reduced rates an average of 11 percent over-all from 
the former P. P. & L. rates. This rate reduction was effective in November 1949. 

A second rate reduction is now under consideration and is expected to be made 
effective within a matter of days. 

A statement was also made by the opponents that the Franklin County PUD 
paid only $40,000 in taxes last year, a figure that was less than the taxes paid by 
Pp. P. & L. in Franklin County during the last year in which the company oper- 
ated within the county. We do not have adequate information on how these fig- 
ures were obtained, or the basis for them. However, we respectfully submit the 
following information on taxes paid by the Franklin County PUD. 

Franklin County .PUD tax bill during 1954 amounted to $65,432. This was 22 
percent more than the previous year, and represents an increase of 163 percent 
over 1948, the first full year of operation by the PUD. The total includes pay- 
ments “in lieu” of property taxes, a 3.3 percent utility tax and all State excise 
and sales taxes, and city franchise taxes. 

Comparison of the property taxes paid by private power companies and the 
gross revenue taxes of publicly owned utilities is extremely difficult. One fact 
stands out, however: PUD gross revenue taxes are increasing at a more rapid 
pace than the plant values upon which property taxes are paid. The result has 
been a faster increase in the PUD gross revenue tax than would have resulted 
under a property tax. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Harry H. Huprow, 
Manager, Franklin County PUD. 


STATEMENT OF Harry H. HupLoW, MANAGER OF THE FRANKLIN County PUBLIC 
Uriiity District, PAsco, WASH. 


one 


Re hearings on 8, 1838. Pasco, WasH., April 5, 1955. 


My personal interest in cheap electricity through REA, PUD, Bonneville, 
Grand Coulee, Hells Canyon, or any other source, stems from my childhood on a 
rural farm in Spokane County, Wash. 

I had the privilege of realizing my life’s ambition to extend RBA service to 
that same farm where I had spent many laborious hours carrying a lantern, 
or studying by kerosene lights and pumping all water by hand. 

Left to so-called private enterprise, most of the farms representing the dif- 
ference between the 35 percent electrified in 1935 and the 92 percent now elec- 
trified, 57 percent of the farms of the Nation would still, largely, be without 
central station service. 

1 am for anything that will continue this trend to extend rural service and 
provide cheap power for industry in the Northwest. 

To this end, the benefits of the Hells Canyon Dam for all the people rather 
than a favored few in southwest Idaho, should be made available at the earliest 
possible date; and we consider the only workable solution is to put this canyon 
to work as the Creator intended—dam it up for power and storage and not 
allow partial piecemeal development in the power-hungry Northwest where 70 
percent of the potential power still is running unharnessed to the sea. 

62506—55—-A——_-23 
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STATEMENT BY Mr. OwEN W. Hurp, MANAGER, BENTON COUNTY 
Pustic Urimiry District 


My name is Owen W. Hurd. I am a resident of Kennewick, Wash., and 
manager of the Benton County Public Utility District. I am a member of the 
board of directors of the American Public Power Association and have served 
two terms as president of the Northwest Public Power Association. 

I appeared before the Federal Power Commission in hearings on the applica- 
tion of the Idaho Power Co. project Nos. 1971, 2132, and 2133 for three low 
dams on the Snake River. My testimony was in opposition to the granting of 
the licenses for these projects and in favor of Federal development. I appeared 
as a witness for the National Hells Canyon Association, one of the intervenors, 

For purposes of this hearing, I would like to direct the committee’s attention 
to the membership of the National Hells Canyon Association. This organization 
formed for the purpose of coordinating the efforts of persons interested in 
Columbia River Basin comprehensive development and the construction of the 
high Hells Canyon Dam is composed of farm, labor, and public power groups, 
as well as individuals. The composition and other matters concerning the 
National Hells Canyon Association will be described in detail by another wit- 
ness. However, I wish to emphasize that more than 2.8 million persons in the 
Northwest have through their elected officials of constituent member organiza- 
tions of NHCA expressed their opposition to the plan of the Idaho Power Co. 
and support for Federal development of the high Hells Canyon Dam. If con- 
stituent member organizations outside of the Northwest region are included, 
this figure is increased to over 17 million persons. From the standpoint of 
public sentiment, we believe these figures should be significant to this committee 
and Congress. 

The Benton County Public Utility District commissioners have over the years 
recognized the value of full, integrated development of the Columbia River 
and its tributaries and realize that such development will be possible only if 
such projects as Hells Canyon are included in those projects of the Federal 
system. 

While we believe the appropriation process of financing such projects as Grand 
Coulee, Bonneville, and McNary has proven a sound national policy, we are 
also in accord with proposals which have been made to finance the power fea- 
tures of such projects by revenue bonds of a Federal corporation. Until such 
a plan can be wurked out, we believe Congress should proceed with the au- 
thorization of Hells Canyon and the construction of those projects which are a 
part of the comprehensive plan and are required to meet the power needs of the 
region. 





STATEMENT OF Myron LEE KAMP 


The farmers of eastern Oregon are not fooled by the Idaho Power Co. propa- 
ganda that Hells Canyon will take anybody’s water rights away. We all know 
that the shoe is on the other foot, and this propaganda is just a coverup for a 
bigger steal on the part of the power company. 

If Congress should fail to act and the Federal Power Commission is allowed 
to give this river to the power company they will be given water rights on the 
river for more than the remaining mean flow of the river. If the farmers ever 
want to build upstream irrigation projects under that kind of a deal they will be 
forced to buy the water back from the power company like they did at American 
Falls. 

This is not right. A Federal dam is the only way that our water rights 
can be saved for our future generations. 


Myron Lee Kamp. 


STATEMENT OF E. L. Kiertine, Baker, Orea. 


To the Committee on Insular Affairs. 


Mr. CHAIRMAN: I am in favor of the construction of a high dam at Hells Can- 
yon by the Federal Government because it is the best assurance of full develop- 
ment of the potential of this area in power, recreation, flood control, and the 
protection of water rights for irrigation now, and in the future. 


BE. L. Krexrne. 
R. F. D. No. 1, Baker, Ore. 
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STATEMENT OF Roy AND May KniGut, Baker, Orga. 


The Hells Canyon Dam would afford a great flood-control project, which would 
prevent such disasters as happened at Van Port, near Portland, Oreg., in 1948. 

This high dam would back up and form an immense lake many miles long, 
making an ideal recreation spot, attracting tourists from all over the Nation, 
the value of which would be too great to estimate in dollars and cents. 


Roy AND May KNIGHT. 
BAKER, OREG. 





STATEMENT OF H. C. KNOCKE Co. OF WASHINGTON, PALOUSE, WASH. 


PALOUSE, WASH, April 22, 1955. 
A. B. CuRTIS, : : 
Coordinator of Hells Canyon Dam hearings, Lewis and Clark Hotel, 
Lewiston, Idaho: 
Please register our firm as protesting building of Hells Canyon Dam by Fed- 
eral Government. 
H. C. KNocKE Co. oF WASHINGTON. 





STATEMENT OF HENRY R. KorMAN, LONGVIEW, WASH. 


LONGVIEW, WASH., April 2, 1955. 

The IRRIGATION-RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE UNITED SratTes SENATE 

INTERIOR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 

GENTLEMEN : The prosperity of any nation, or any region, is based largely on 
the intelligent and ‘adequate development of its natural assets and resources. 
Here, in the Pacific Northwest, a restrictive climate, a modest resource base, and 
a comparatively small population combine to limit the lines of economic develop- 
ment that may be followed. Maximum utilization of the existing assets and 
resources seems to be the only way to create a permanent, prosperous, and ex- 
panding economy. 

Along with its forests, one of the chief assets of this region is the Columbia- 
Snake River system which has been partially developed for cheap hydroelectric 
power, irrigation, recreation, and flood control. So far, the most notable result 
of this river development has been the growth of electroprocess industries based 
on cheap electricity. 

The hydrographic characteristics of the Columbia River and its many large 
tributaries dictate the manner by which optimum development can be obtained. 
For example, the river system is one of great hydropower potential. Perversely 
enough, the greatest seasonal demand for electricity coincides with the period of 
minimum streamflow. This means, obviously, the least generation of electricity 
when it is needed most. The obvious and practicable solution to the uneven 
streamflow is to build dams that will store the water for use when needed. And 
because the flow volume of Northwest rivers is tremendous, tremendous dams 
are needed. Grand Coulee is an example of such a dam. The proposed dam at 
Hells Canyon is another. 

Before building any more dams, a brief examination of the possibility of 
atomic power becoming cheaper than hydrogenerated electricity might be in 
order. At present, atomic power is expensive, thermal-generated electricity 
if fairly reasonable, and hydroelectricity is the cheapest of all. American 
engineers and scientists believe that it will be years until atomic-generated 
electricity can be competitive with electricity generated by conventional methods. 
American businessmen and investors are willing to put their money into new 
hydro and steam plants so it seems that they, too, are not worried about atomic- 
generated electricity soon displacing that generated by steam and hydro plants. 

The opinion of American experts is shared by the leaders of other countries. 
Great Britain, one of the pioneers in the development of commercial atomic 
power, is now constructing extensive hydro projects in the Scottish Highlands. 
Russia, another country of advanced atomic development, is now building two 
large dams on the Volga River. One of their dams will have a greater installed 
generating capacity than Grand Coulee, now the largest powerplant in the 
world. 
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This fact emerges: Other countries with atomic know-how are not neglecting 
hydroelectric development. Those countries are paying more attention to hydro- 
power development than ever before as their large-scale projects clearly show. 
Is it advisable to let other countries surpass us in this economical type of power 
development ? 

But, suppose that the American experts, the British experts, and the Russian 
experts are all wrong—that hydropower will be made obsolete by nuclear power 
in just a few years instead of a long time in the future. If we build Hells 
Canyon dam we still have a tremendous asset for flood control and navigation. 
The three small Idaho power dams would be virtually worthless. 

The Corps of Engineers, United States Army; the Bureau of Reclamation, 
Department of Interior; and independent engineers have recommended the con- 
struction of a high dam in Hells Canyon. Then the Idaho Power Co. suddenly 
requested the Federal Power Commission for the right to build three small dams 
in that particular stretch of the Snake river. Interestingly enough, there are 
actually dozens of other sites that the Idaho Power Co. could have filed for, 
but, strangely, they chose only the sites that would block construction of the 
Federal dam at Hells Canyon. 

The time, money, and lives of people are too valuable to waste on three small 
dams such as Idaho Power proposes. In contrast to the Idaho Power proposal, 
a Federal multipurpose dam at Hells Canyon would be big enough to develop 
the full potential of that unexcelled site. 

Hells Canyon is big enough to develop substantial flood control, substantial 
navigation benefits, and substantial additional kilowatts at downstream plants. 
Hells Canyon with low Government rates will help provide the proper conditions 
for new economic development, for expanded business opportunities in the Paci- 
fic Northwest and, yes, far beyond. All that the Idaho Power Co. offers is fal- 
tering, fractional development, and—higher rates. 

HENRY R. KorMAN. 


STATEMENT OF JANE R. LAISEN, NYSSA, OREG. 


I am opposed to Idaho power building their dams and have been interested in 
public power ever since the Idaho Power Co. stopped my father-in-law from in- 
stalling his own powerplant on his outlying farm where there was no power 
available to him at that time and for many years afterward. To me this was 
a rank violation of our right of free enterprise which is so loudly espoused by 
the Idaho Power Co. and their backers. 

JANE R. LAISEN, 
Route 1, Nyssa, Oreg. 


STATEMENT OF Mr. AND Mrs. P. H. LARIVIERE, Sr., LONGVIEW, WASH. 


APRIL 5, 1955. 
The IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE, 
Interior Affairs Committee, United States Senate. 


GENTLEMEN: In our opinion, the construction of Hells Canyon High Dam is 
evidenced by the condition in Lake Roosevelt as of today. 

If we are to continue to derive the benefit of the firm flow dams, we must 
immediately proceed with the construction of the contemplated high dam in the 
Columbia River system. 

Regardless of the claims of private interests, there is no substitute for 
volume in water storage if we are to maintain the full efficiency of production 
in the riverflow dams. 

The present 60 to 75 percent dump power being withheld from industries in 
the Northwest could be made firm power available 100 percent of the time if the 
proper storage facilities were now in existence. 

Therefore, we believe that the immediate construction of Hells Canyon High 
Dam is an absolute necessity. 

To sacrifice this site would sabotage the entire Columbia system. 

Respectfully yours, 











Mr. and Mrs. P. H. LARIviere, Sr. 
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STATEMENT OF LAWRENCE K. LEE, THE YOUNG DeMocRATS OF WASHINGTON, 
NATIONAL COMMITTEEMAN, 410 GARFIELD, PULLMAN, WASH. 


We, the Young Democrats of Washington, passed the following plank in our 
platform at the Young Democrats’ State convention held at Vancouver, Wash., 
on December 18, 1954: “We urge that the complete development of the Columbia 
and Snake River Valleys continue with all haste, including the building of a 
Federal high-head dam at Hells Canyon * * *,” 

We feel that the prime consideration in the development of any natural re- 
source is the American public. The added power that the high-head dam would 
generate would benefit the entire country. The total prime power capacity 
which would be contributed by the high-head dam to the Columbia River system 
of existing and authorized dams would be 1,124,000 kilowatts. The alternate 
plan of 3 low-head dams would contribute only 680,000 kilowatts. 

The high-head dam would be of benefit to businessmen, farmers, and labor. 
The dam would allow development of the vast phosphate deposits, which in Idaho 
alone, south of the Snake River, approach 5 billion tons. This would give 
opportunities to large business which would give jobs to labor, in turn, giving 
opportunities to small-business men to serve the increased population and all 
this would give the farmer inexpensive fertilizer for his fields and a market for 
his crops. 

The large-business man would find the cheaper wholesale power rates from 
the Hells Canyon Dam advantageous. The wholesale price of power from the 
high dam would be $21 per kilowatt-year as compared with $38 per kilowatt-year 
from the low dams. 

Labor would benefit from the increased job opportunities and from the lower 
cost of electric power for lighting, heating, and cooking. 

The farmer would, in addition to the low-cost fertilizer and increased markets, 
benefit from the irrigation of now unusable land. House Document No. 473, 
8ist Congress, recommends 12 irrigation projects to put water on 987,000 acres, 
an area larger than the entire State of Rhode Island. Additional crops with 
an annual value of about $44 million at 1939-44 prices would be produced. 

The entire Nation would benefit from the increased agricultural and industrial 
production, the increased purchasing power, and the supplementing of our 
rapidly depleting coal and oil reserves. 

secause of these advantages, we feel that we should not abandon the orderly 
and comprehensive development of the Columbia and Snake River Valleys, that 
the high dam should be constructed at Hells Canyon and integrated with the 
Sonneville power system, and that there is no other adequate alternative. 





STATEMENT OF T. A. LINDGREN, TEKOA, WASH. 


TEKOA Morors, 
Tekoa, Wash., April 4, 1955. 
COORDINATOR, HELLS CANYON HEARING, 
Pasco, Wash. 


GENTLEMEN: I wish to take this opportunity to express my opinion on the Hells 
Canyon Dam to be constructed on the Snake River. Why should the Federal 
Government spend large amounts of moneys when private companies have the 
necessary capital to go ahead and construct these dams for less money and a 
much shorter time? 

As a taxpayer of this community I do not see why they do not let private power 
go ahead and construct this dam or dams as necessary to take care of the growing 
need of power in this community. 


Yours truly, mnt 
. A. LINDGREN. 





STATEMENT OF GEORGE LUND 


Loneview, WasH., April 3, 1955. 
IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE, UNITED STATES SENATE INTERIOR 
AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 


GENTLEMEN: I wish to submit my views on the proposed Hells Canyon Dam, and 
to give my reasons for favoring a high, multipurpose Federal dam. 
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First of all, I wish to see full and complete development of our power resources, 
and I regard anything less as wasteful and inefficient. Such comprehensive 
development has long since been embodied in a carefully engineered plan for our 
Columbia River Basin, and the impact of completion of only a portion of this 
long-range plan has been tremendous. Abundant low-cost power has paved the 
way for maximum development of our great Northwest; it has attracted major 
industries; it has furthered the expansion of agriculture; it has created oppor- 
tunities that led to the establishment of numberless small-business enterprises ; it 
has stimulated our whole economy to a surprising degree; and, which is perhaps 
the most important of all, it has permitted a glimpse of almost unlimited possibili- 
ties for advancement and growth that await assurance of ample low-cost power. 

We need the additional 1 million kilowatts that a high dam at Hells Canyon 
can contribute to our Columbia River power system. 


GEORGE Lunp. 





STATEMENT OF CHARLES F’, Macy, BAKER, OREG. 


3AKER, OreEG., April 3, 1955, 
SENATE COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 

There are many reasons for building the Hells Canyon Dam, and I cannot 
think of any good reason why it should not be built. 

There is a shortage of power which has kept industries from coming into 
eastern Oregon and Idaho, and we have many natural resources which could 
be developed, such as phosphates, badly needed for soil conservation, 

Many of the rural families do not have electricity on their farms, and the 
price charged by the power companies for putting in a high line is exorbitant 
($1,800 per mile and $15 per month for 5 years). 

People would have more electrical equipment in their homes if they could 
get the power to run them at a reasonable rate. 

This is a great multipurpose dam and should be built for the people and by 
the people. 

The other great dams of the West are the very lifeblood of the country and 
are paying out; why not build a Hells Canyon Dam the greatest of them all? 

CHARLES F, Macy. 





STATEMENT OF Bilt MAIN, SUPERINTENDENT FoR FERRY COUNTY PUBLIC UTILITY 
DISTRICT, REPUBLIC, WASH. 


Ferry County, PUD, is the main distributor of electric power in Ferry County, 
with headquarters in Republic, Wash. We are served wholesale power by the 
Bonneville power system. 

The people in our communities and rural districts are very power conscious, 
and do a great deal of thinking and talking about power issues, due to the fact 
perhaps, that we have completely electrified the county in the past 7 years, and 
they are really grateful for it. 

The Hells Canyon high dam is not some vague and nebulous issue with them, 
but alive and urgent problem on which they express themselves quite 
frequently. 

You will find there, a strenuous opposition to a piecemeal and unrelated devel- 
opment of the Columbia River, and its tributaries. 

The benefits of an integrated system of dams has already been demonstrated, 
and we will not be satisfied with anything less than the complete development of 
our water resources on this basis. 

Senate bill No. 1333 has our approval, and we commend with deep respect the 
distinguished. Senators for creating this proposal. 


[From the Spokesman-Review, Sunday, April 3, 1955] 


AN EpIrorrAt ScuBMITTED TO SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE BY CALLISON MARKS, 
or THE SPOKESMAN-REVIEW, SPOKANE, WASH. 


WHAT'S THE PURPOSE OF HELLS CANYON BILL? 


The Hells Canyon Dam controversy breaks out anew in the Pacific Northwest 
this week. 
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The question to be debated at public hearings at Boise, Lewiston, Pasco, and 
Portland is whether the United States Senate should pass a bill authorizing and 
directing the Department of the Interior to construct a high Federal dam in 
Hells Canyon on the Middle Snake River. 

This bill (S. 1333) was introduced in Congress less than 1 month ago. Its 
sponsors include 28 Democrats and 2 Republicans who apparently believe that 
the Federal Power Commission should be prevented from passing judgment on 
the application of the Idaho Power Co. for a license to construct three medium- 
size dams in the Hells Canyon area. 

For months this case has been before the FPC, which has accumulated volumes 
of technical data and listened to volumes of arguments for and against the 
private power company’s proposal. 

The FPC has no authority over the Federal Government’s own plans for a dam 
that could be built by the Interior Department, should Congress so authorize. 

sut the FPC does have the authority to grant or deny a license to private 
companies or local public agencies which want to build dams. 

One purpose of the sponsors of the new authorization bill so suddenly thrust 
onto Congress is to deny the FPC the right to issue a license in this particular 
cause. If such a bill should pass Congress, the FPC’s hands would be tied be- 
cause the Government itself would be reserving the right to build the dam or 
dams. 

But such an authorization by Congress would not mean that a Federal Hells 
Canyon Dam would be built, for Congress must also appropriate the money 
before any work could begin. The possibility of publie funds being granted at 
any time in the immediate future for this project now appear to be remote, even 
if a high Federal dam should be authorized. 

In the meantime, a power-hungry Northwest would be deprived of the power 
that could be generated in the Snake River. 

The real effect of this authorization measure if passed by the Senate would 
be to take a pending decision out of FPC jurisdiction, throw the Hells Canyon 
question into an even wider political arena, and stop for some years the power 
development of the middle Snake River. 

For these reasons, the Senate Interior Committee would be well advised to 
postpone any decision on this authorization bill until after the FPC makes its 
decision on the Hells Canyon case to which it has already devoted so much time 
and attention. 


STATEMENT OF Ase J. MARTIN, WoOpDLAND, WasH. 


ABE MARTIN INSURANCE AGENCY, 
Woodland, Wash., April 4, 1955. 


The IRRIGATION-RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE UNITED STATES 
SENATE INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 

GENTLEMEN: I am in favor of the high dam at Hells Canyon in order to 
utilize the full potential of the river for both power and flood control. 

The town of Woodland is located in the lowlands bordering the Columbia 
River about 100 miles from its mouth. In 1948 we suffered a disastrous flood. 
Any dam which would give flood-control protection would be of vital interest 
to the 5,000 people of this trading area. Our dikes have been rebuilt, but they 
would never withstand water such as we had in 1948. Flood control is a very 
important consideration to me, as well as the increased power that will be 
afforded by the high dam, 

Your very truly, 
ABE J. MARTIN. 


STATEMENT OF MARGARET McCorMAcK, HANFORD 


Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of the committee, fellow citizens, my 
name is Margaret McCormack. I am a housewife, and the mother of three pre- 
school boys. My husband, Mike McCormack, is a chemist, employed by the 
General Electric Co. at Hanford. 

My testimony today is officially in my behalf alone, but in a larger sense, 
I represent thousands of other housewives and mothers of the Northwest ‘to 
whom electricity means so much. 
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Our homes are filled with electrical appliances and we dream of the day 
we will have even more. Here in the Northwest, an electric stove, refrigerator, 
washing machine, and hot water heater are standard equipment in every modern 
home. 

Electric power lights our homes, vacuums our rugs, drives our furnaces, and 
operates our radios. Some of us have TV sets, freezers, clothes driers, garbage 
disposals, automatic ironers, food mixers, air conditioners, and so on. The 
list of electrical tools, appliances, and toys is almost endless. 

Every electrical device has this in common: it makes the job of any housewife 
easier and more pleasant. We all know that every motor that turns makes our 
job lighter. We all know that electricity is clean and dependable, and in the 
Northwest, cheap and abundant. 

Most of us know that our power comes from such dams as Bonneville, McNary, 
and Grand Coulee, and that these dams were built by the Federal Government. 

Housewives are not frightened when we hear talk about socialism with respect 
to our dams. To us it is very simple. The rivers belong to everyone, just the 
same as the mountains and the national forests and parks. We know that we 
all built these dams together through our Federal Government because no 
one else could do the job that needed to be done—and now we all own the 
dams together, and profit from them. All housewives should know that these 
dams are paying for themselves (with high interest), and ahead of schedule, 
thus putting money back into our Federal Treasury. 

To the gentlemen who call this socialism, we housewives say, “Call it what 
you like, we are not impressed, we like our cheap electricity, and we like the 
prosperity that cheap electricity brings to our area.” 

I have been quite upset by the full-page ads that appear from time to time 
in national magazines trying to tell us that it is unpatriotic for us to own 
the rivers and that obviously only privately owned power companies should be 
allowed to build dams. 

This ad which appeared in a recent Saturday Evening Post cost, according 
to the office of the magazine, $16,800. 

Everyone must realize that the expense of this distorted propaganda must 
ultimately be borne by the customers of the private power companies—just 
as the customers actually pay the taxes of these private power companies that 
they brag about so piously. 

Most housewives are wise enough to realize that this advertising has only 
one purpose—to make more money for the few persons who own the private 
power companies—and that these power companies have no interest whatsoever 
in the housewife except how much of her money they can get. 

To my family, the Federal dams like Grand Coulee and Bonneville and 
McNary—and like we hope Hells Canyon will be—are a sort of a sacred shrine. 

When our children are old enough, we will visit these dams and we will 
explain to the children that they own them, along with all the other children 
in America. And we'll tell them how these dams make power; and aluminum 
for inexpensive pots and pans, and cheap fertilizer and water for good farm 
products, and more jobs and prosperity for everyone. I fully support Senate 
bill 1333 to allow for full development of this natural resource. 

As a housewife I know that these are the kind of things that make for a more 
abundant America, and this, after all, is what all mothers want for their 
children. 





STATEMENT OF IVAN Merrick, ATTORNEY AT LAW AND ForMER Superior Court 
JUDGE, OF Pasco, WASH. 


If $19 per kilowatt-year is a better deal for consumers than $39; if 1,464,000 
kilowatts salable firm power is more desirable than 885,000; if 4 million acre- 
feet of storage is better than 1 million; if the advantages of flood control, navi- 
gation, irrigation, and recreation have any value, then it is quite clear that 
the high dam at Hells Canyon is superior to the three low dams proposed by 
the Idaho Power Co. 

The question naturally arises as to why it is that the Idaho Power Co. is not 
proposing to build the high dam at Hells Canyon. If the high dam will produce 
more power at less costs and afford supplementary benefits in the way of 
better navigation and better land use, the Idaho Power Co. would naturally be 
expected to take the better deal. They would if they could, but they can’t. 
They can’t do it because it is not feasible for a private concern to make the 
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necessary investment for so large a project as the high dam. Nor is it feasible 
for them to spend their money in the development of navigation, irrigation, flood 
control or recreation. 

So, not being able to do the thing that needs to be done, they have worked out 
a plan that is feasible for them, but hurtful to the whole Northwest. 

Let us have the high dam. 





STATEMENT OF ERNEST MIKKELSEN, PRESIDENT, COLUMBIA CoUNTY RURAL 
ELectTRIC ASSOCIATION, DAYTON, WASH. 


I represent the Columbia County Rural Electrie Association of Dayton, Wash. 

An electric power distribution cooperative serving farms, farm irrigation and 
other power consumers in Columbia and Walla Walla Counties, Wash., and 
Umatilla County, Oreg. 

I wish to place the support of this organization as in favor of the construction 
of the Hells Canyon high dam by the United States Government. 

Construction of a Federal Hells Canyon high dam, will develop the site for 
the maximum potential which would otherwise be lost forever. 


STATEMENT OF H. J. MILLER 


Hon. James Murray, chairman, and committee members, I am H. J. Miller. 
I am the manager of the Nespelem Valley Electric Cooperative and am president 
of the Washington Rural Electric Cooperative Association. 

We are of the opinion that in the long-drawn-out hearings on the Hells Canyon 
issue that possibly one of the major items has been obscured—that of whether 
a power-rich area of our rivers to be exploited by a self-centered few, or is to 
be developed for the benefit and use of all. 

We, in the Northwest, know from bitter experience the results of the private 
power company exploitation, the merciless rates charged our co-ops for power 
purchased from them, and the wild advertising propaganda against them from 
moneys obtained from exorbitant rates charged. We have seen the taxpayers 
of the nation pay for a large part of the cost of the dams built by private com- 
panies through accelerated amortizatilon. We have seen, too, the cost of these 
projects indicated for tax purposes only a small part of the cost indicated for 
ratemaking purposes. We can expect no better if they were to enter into the 
Hells Canyon development. Compare this with our Federal development of 
Bonneville, Grand Coulee, The Dalles, McNary, Chief Joseph, and the Bonneville 
Power Administration. Here our power cost is based upon the cost of con- 
struction, the cost of interest, maintenance, and operation. In addition, it 
often includes the part of reclamation that the farmers are unable to bear in 
water assessments. With all of these costs, the rates are only a fraction of 
that of private power companies. 

Hells Canyon Dam, added to our existing Federal development, will extend 
to the Nation the same proportion of wealth, in new industry, new tax and 
prosperity as has the existing Federal development of our hydroelectric 
resources. 


STATEMENT OF ALICE MONTCALM, PROSSER, WASH. 


My name is Alice Montcalm. My husband and I operate a small restaurant at 
Prosser, Wash., known as Dolly’s Diner. We serve from 150 to 200 customers 
daily—mostly the laboring class and grassroots people. We do not have tables 
but serve at counters. This gives us the opportunity to get firsthand opinions 
and information from the people who eat with us as they relax and express them- 
selves. Now I came here to testify to what the people have to say. Lately it 
has been Hells Canyon Dam over and over again, and what Hells Canyon will do 
for our area. How it could supply water from its huge reservoir so that indus- 
try could have firm, all-year-around power which would assure us of industrial 
expansion here. 

The employment in Prosser is seasonal, with constant layoffs. This is a farm- 
ing and fruit-producing area. People here feel sharply the need of steady 
employment. 
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The answer, they say, lies in the construction of Hells Canyon Dam by the 
Federal Government, which would make possible the building of industries to use 
cheap electricity so that steady employment could be assured all the year around. 

They want Hells Canyon Dam so much. Why don’t you have the Federal Gov- 
ernment build it for the people? 





STATEMENT OF WILLIAM E. Moore, YAKIMA, WASH. 


CENTRAL LAsor CoUNCIL OF YAKIMA AND Hast KLIcKITat Country, 
Yakima, Wash. 

Countless reams of paper, pro and con, have been written and recorded since 
the first introduction of Hells Canyon as a superior location for a federally sup- 
ported project to serve the ever-increasing economic needs of the Northwestern 
States. 

And, after all is said and done, the fact remains that the Hells Canyon site is 
still the one location that will advantageously conserve a vast reservoir of water ; 
the very lifeblood of the Pacific Northwest. 

Our labor council, which represents over 12,000 citizens in the Yakima Valley, 
has for many years advocated and supported the orderly development by the 
Federal Government of our region’s irrigation and power potential. We believe 
in this program; because, within our lifetime, we have seen it produce far more 
agricultural, industrial, and economic benefits for our Nation’s people as a whole, 
than any other one thing for which we may authorize our Congress to spend our 
tax moneys. 

On February 16, 1954, our council passed a resolution favoring the Hells Canyon 
Dam site and registered this information with President Eisenhower and the 
Department of Interior. Subsequently the context of the resolution was used in 
the Federal Power Commission hearing on project No. 1971, Idaho Power Co. 

As our representatives, charged with the conduct of this hearing and with the 
ultimate passage of laws designed for the benefit of all citizens and the progres- 
sive development of our natural resources, we sincerely urge this committee to 
favorably recommend the recently introduced bills in the Senate and Congress to 
authorize construction of Hells Canyon Dam. 

Respectfully, 
Wm. E. Moors, 
Secretary, Yakima Central Labor Council. 





STATEMENT OF R. E. NEWHALL, LONGVIEW, WASH. 


LONGVIEW, WasH., April 5, 1955. 


IRRIGATION-RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
UNITED STATES SENATE INTERIOR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 


GENTLEMEN: My name is Robert E. Newhall. I am an architect in business 
at 1329 Broadway, Longview, Wash. Naturally, I am interested in the progress 
of our community. We have always been up against a threat of flooding here 
and since the high dam at Helis Canyon will materially help this situation, I 
respectfully urge its construction. 

Very truly yours, 
R. E. NEWHALL. 


STATEMENT OF W. T. NOEL, CoLtFax, WASH. 


THE WHITMAN TILE Co., 
Colfax, Wash., April 4, 1955. 
HELLS CANYON, HEARING COORDINATOR, 

Pasco Hotel, Pasco, Wash. 

Dear Sire: I am sincerely interested in your proceeding and would like to have 
attended. I am heartily in accord with the views that are against passage of 
the bill now proposed by Senator Morse which you are now considering. 

It has been repeatedly and authoritatively pointed out that the proposed dams 
to be built by private power companies will produce almost as much power as 
the proposed Hells Canyon Dam. It does not seem that the public expenditure 
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for the large dam is justified by the amount of additional power which would 
be obtained. Furthermore, the expenditure is less justifiable when the future 
revenue from taxation of the private companies is considered. 
This basically is the reason for my objection to the Hells Canyon Dam, and 
1 will greatly appreciate your consideration of my opinion at your hearing. 
Very truly yours, 
W. T. Nog. 





STATEMENT OF FRED C. OLSON, PALOUSE, WASH. 


LONE PINES FARM, 
Palouse, Wash., April 4, 1955. 
COORDINATOR OF HELLS CANYON DAM HEARING, 
Pasco, Wash. 

Dear Sir: I am interested in the Hells Canyon Dam, because I strongly feel 
that private capital and enterprise should not be entirely destroyed in the West. 
The people and industry of the West have the capital and individual initiative 
to continue to develop the West, as did the early pioneers. 

As I understand the Federal Power Commission has all of the technical infor- 
mation relative to the feasibility of both types of dam construction on the upper 
Snake River. Why this Commission is not permitted to function for the purpose 
it is intended has been a wonder to me. They surely have the answer to which 
is most feasible. 

I understand that the low dams under private capital will accomplish all that 
a high dam will at less total cost, and at no direst cost upon the national tax- 
payer. In other words those who benefit from the use of power and possible 
irrigation will pay the cost, as it should be. 

Respectively submitted. 

Frep ©. OLSON. 


STATEMENT OF R. 8. OWEN, CoLtFax, WASH. 


CoLtFrax, WasH., April 4, 1955. 
HELLS CANYON HEARING COORDINATOR, 
Pasco Hotel, Pasco, Wash. 

Deak Sir: Since I will be unable to personally attend this scheduled hearing, 
and assuming that a cross section of public opinion is desired, I wish to direct 
my opinion to you. 

Inasmuch as a taxpaying corporation, with sufficient capital and ability, is 
willing and ready to construct adequate dams and powerplants in the Hells 
Canyon, it is my sincere belief that they should be permitted to do so, and that 
Federal expenditures for this purpose would not be in the best interests of the 
people. 

Very truly yours, 
R. 8. Owen. 


STATEMENT OF DUANE A. PARKER, Kretso, WASH. 


Apri 4, 1955. 


Dear Sirs: I would like to take the opportunity to express my thoughts on 
the Hells Canyon project. 

My name is Duane A. Parker. I am married, and have two children. I own 
my home at Route 1, Box 496, Kelso, Wash. I have been a resident of the State 
of Washington since 1921. Therefore, I feel very much interested in the Great 
Pacific Northwest and the people who actively, political or otherwise spend time 
in the promotion of power-producing systems and Government controlled 
streams. 

I am interested in this project because of the benefit all taxpayers will realize 
if the Government builds the dam. Not from the selfish interest, which has been 
shown by stockholding companies’ building projects to serve the public. Stock- 
holders are never paid off. 

Therefore I want to give the people more directly connected with the pro- 
motion of the Hells Canyon Project and the Great Pacific Northwest. 

My blessings. 

Duane A. PARKER, 
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STATEMENT OF Mrs. E. V. PARKER, PALOUSE, WASH. 
PaLousEe, WaAsH., April 1, 1955. 


To the Senate Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs: 

We, the undersigned, believe bill S. 1833 should be passed by the Congress of 
the United States for the following reasons: 

First. Only the Government in a reasonable time, is able to develop Hells 
Canyon site to its full extent, due to its size and many uses. 

Second. The time is now. Both private and public power advocates agree 
that there is a power shortage and it is growing rapidly. 

Third. Northwest agriculture seems dedicated to the use of fertilizer, as has 
the Middle West for some time. We need the low-cost power that can be de- 
veloped by the high Hells Canyon Dam to develop the low-grade deposits to 
the south. 

The present source of supply has practically priced itself out of the picture, 
economically speaking. 

Very truly yours, 
E. V. PARKER, 
Mrs. E. V. PARKER. 


STATEMENT OF LiOypD PACKER, PALOUSE, WASH. 


PALOUSE, WASH., April 1, 1955. 
To the Senate Conimittee on Interior and Insular Affairs: 

GENTLEMEN : I believe this bill, 8S. 1333, should be passed by the Congress of 
the United States. 

First. For the comprehensive development of the Pacific Northwest by: 

A. Creating a reservoir capable of enhancing the full development of the 
downstream potential of the Snake and Columbia for waterways, reclamation, 
recreation and power for a greater industrialization of Idaho, Washington, and 
Oregon. 

B. An economical reclamation program for certain parts of southern Idaho. 

Cc. An economical fertilizer development to the south, for the Northwest and 
Middle West. 

Second. To create a yardstick for power cost whereby industrial develop- 
ment of the Pacific Northwest can be assured within this generation. 

Yours truly, 
Lioyp PACKER. 


STATEMENT OF OSCAR PETERSON, FARMER, MORROW COUNTY, OREG., IN SUPPORT OF 
S. 133 
Woe we 





Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am Oscar Peterson, a farmer 
over in Morrow County in Oregon. I am on the old home place, part of which 
was homesteaded by my father in 1885. The place now comprises 2,200 acres. 
We are in a low rainfall area and a sparsely settled section of eastern Oregon. 
We have developed the farm and, so far as possible, made it one of the best 
farm units in our part of the country. In 1935, following the depression, we 
built a modern home, at the time considered the finest home in the rural sections 
of Morrow County. 

I have always taken a great deal of interest in formulating and taking part 
in activities within the community and county. Have been a director in the 
local grain elevator company for more than 25 years, was a director in the Ione 
School for 7 years, have been Sunday school superintendent in the Valby 
Lutheran Church for 30 years, was community and county committeeman in 
the old AAA farm program setup for many years, was a director and secretary 
of the Columbia Basin Electric Co-op for many years and during the formative 
stage of its organization. I am a member of the Farm Bureau and the Grange. 
At present I am chairman of the State Grange agricultural committee, a position 
I have now held for 5 years. 

Being somewhat of the aggressive type, I was high minded enough to think 
it might be possible to get electric energy to our farm and new home during the 
thirties. I plotted five townships and religiously measured the distances to each 
farmstead in the area. Living some 12 miles from any electric power lines, I 
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soon discovered I covered a pretty sparsely settled area. We, however, could 
have gotten distances between farms slightly more than one customer per mile. 
The Pacific Power & Light immediately turned me down. Not only turned me 
down but scoffed at the idea. However, they referred me to the hydroelectric 
commission of the State of Oregon. They in turn advised me against it on 
account of the extreme cost. I then took it up with P. P. & L. again, thinking 
I might stand the extreme cost alone, to my home and farmstead. The price 
made me was exorbitant, so I dropped it. 

In the meantime I had gotten acquainted with Rufus Wood, editor of the 
Wenatchee World, and Homer T. Bone, of Tacoma (later Senator in United 
States Senate). They advised we would get electric power to rural areas through 
a new organization formed in Congress, the REA law. We did get it but not 
until after World War II and after a great struggle. Projects that had never 
been feasible to the old-line power companies immediately became attractive. I 
can point to several attempts at picking off the cream of customers of our Colum- 
bia Basin Electrie Co-op, thus making it less feasible as a co-op. We now have 
some 700 customers and slightly less than 800 miles of line. I am not nowa 
director with our cooperative, but I understand that they have paid out in ad- 
vance more than $50,000 toward repayment of loan of $1,600,000. The coopera- 
tive certainly is a going concern and it has practically revolutionized our farm 
life. My two boys say they will never leave the farm and the wife and I are 
satisfied to spend our remaining days there. 

To you, Members of our National Senate, cheap power has made it possible 
for us to have these conveniences on the farm. In my position as chairman of 
State Grange agricultural committee, I have visited in every county in the State. 
I have been working with common folks—rural Oregon. Everywhere they are 
high in praise of what electricity has brought to them. Everywhere they recog- 
nize that low cost power has made it possible. 

To you Members of our National Senate, we want the maximum development 
of the Columbia and Snake Rivers. We want the maximum development of 
the Columbia and Snake Rivers for what it means to the Pacific Northwest and 
the Nation, and as a whole as outlined in the 308 report of the Corps of Engineers 
and as revised in 1945 and again in 1949. We want the maximum development 
for four major reasons—navigation, flood control, reclamation, and cheap hydro- 
electric power. Notice I said cheap hydroelectric power. Power at cost, not 
highly inflated. 

It is estimated that every 100,000 kilowatts of power mean jobs directly for 
10,000 people and indirectly jobs for 20,000 more. If we accept this formula and 
figuring 3 to the family, 30 million kilowatts of hydroelectric power in the 
Northwest would furnish jobs directly and indirectly somewhere in this country 
for a population of 27 million people. Just think what this would mean to the 
consumption of agricultural products here in the Northwest. It means a great 
increase in markets at home for things we grow. The aluminum industry alone, 
with adequate power, will develop to where it can become as important to the 
economy of the Northwest as the steel industry is to the Great Lakes area. 

It is particularly important to agriculture if we can develop great dams like the 
high Hells Canyon from the standpoint of bringing low-cost power to the phos- 
phate rock deposits of south Idaho. Some of the new development areas of 
central and eastern Washington here alone need an immense lot of fertilizer. No 
section of the world has such a program of development of natural resources as 
we have here in the Pacific Northwest. Needless to say, the program has been 
opposed consistently down through the years primarily by private power utilities. 
Today we could use five times as much power as is developed by Bonneville and 
Grand Coulee alone. 

It is consistently said that we cannot continue to expect the Federal Govern- 
ment to hand out large sums for these large hydroelectric, multiple-purpose 
projects here in the Northwest. Private capital can do it, it is said. I have 
yet to hear of a private project that will develop our resources to the maximum 
and at the same time assure us of the low-cost power we now enjoy. I have yet. 
to hear of a self-liquidating program that will assure us of the enormous benefits 
we can enjoy and are enjoying under this maximum development now nicely 
underway but retarded because there is opposition from special interest groups. 
We feel that the Administration is not trying to help in this great program. 

The high Hells Canyon Dam, according to Corps of Army Engineers and 
Sonneville Power Administration, would develop 688,000 kilowatts of power— 
prime power. It would add another 700,000 kilowatts of power at downstream 
dams. Any program which prevents us from obtaining the maximum hydro- 
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electric power is contrary to the public interest here and ought not to be 
permitted. 

It is said if we wait for appropriations from Federal Government we will be 
a long time getting our development. I say this is not necessary. We need 
the cheap power, we need the self-liquidating projects, we need the maximum 
development of our water resources for the growth and development of our 
area now. In fact we need the high Hells Canyon Dam now. We believe that 
you gentlemen are the considerate and understanding type and will work for 
the proper development of our area. 

This is to certify that Brother Oscar Peterson has been appointed to represent 
Morrow County Pomona Grange at the Hells Canyon meeting at Pasco. We 
are definitely in favor of the high canyon dam. 

Ray Drake, Master. 

[SEAL] Iva Kunze, Secretary. 


STATEMENT OF LovuIs PRATT, NYSSA, OREG. 


Nyssa, OreG., April 2, 1955. 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE, 
Hells Canyon Hearings, 
Boise, Idaho 

GENTLEMEN: I am a farmer, a voter, and a taxpayer from Malheur County, 
Oreg. I wish to state that I am in favor of maximum comprehensive multi- 
purpose development of the middle Snake River. 

My irrigation water comes from the Owyhee Reservoir and I feel our future 
water rights in this area will be better protected by a large storage facility 
in Hells Canyon rather than by a development that does not provide sufficient 
storage for low water periods. I have faith that my Government is interested 
in the people as a whole and would proceed with this development in a way that 
would be to the best interest of all segments of our economy. I feel that if 
private interests are allowed to partially develop Hells Canyon their interests 
would be toward a guaranteed water right for the facilities they would install 
with little concern for the farmers living upstream from their dams, 

Hells Canyon is a controversy over whether entrenched wealth is to be given 
a monopoly over this particular segment of our natural resources or whether 
the public in general is to be favored by full and comprehensive development for 
the benefit of all. 

I believe the multipurpose high dam would provide a greater tax base to meet 
the burden of an ever greater tax load, would provide cheap power for the 
expansion of manufacturing and would contribute to a greater free enterprise 
in our Nation. 

Respectfully yours, 
Louis PRatr. 


STATEMENT OF W. A. Pratt, M. D., or WALLA WALLA, WASH. 


Senator Murray, and members of the committee, I am Dr. Wallace A. Pratt, 
of Walla Walla, Wash. For the past 40 years I have practiced medicine in that 
city: in fact I have been in the practice longer than any of my colleagues who 
are still active. 

Over the years I have taken an especial interest in the development of water 
resources. In my youth, I watched the fight over the Canadian part of the 
Niagara Falls, and the inception and growth of the great Ontario Hydroelectric 
Commission. 

Later, I did what little I could to help get the high dam built at Grand Coulee. 
I remember that fight very well. It was a lot like today’s fight over the Hells 
Canyon dam, site. The private utilities of eastern Washington opposed the high 
Grand Coulee Dam. They claimed that a low dam at Kettle Falls would be a 
better project; that the footings at the Grand Coulee site would never support 
a high dam; that there was no market for the power to be produced at the high 
dam; and so forth. They employed engineers who backed up their arguments 
against the high dam at Grand Coulee. They even persuaded the Spokane 
Chamber and the Spokesman-Review point with pride to the Grand Coulee Dam. 

And so, I predict, the Idaho interests who today have accepted the Idaho 
Power Co.’s arguments against a high dam at Hells Canyon will, 10 years from 
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now, be pointing with pride to the great Hells Canyon Dam. For I have faith 
that the many technical and philosophical objections that are uttered against 
the high Hells Canyon Dam will, like similar objections against Grand Coulee 
25 years ago, be rejected by the good sense and sound judgment of the American 
people. 

One has only to see the great Hells Canyon of the Snake River with its tower- 
ing walls a mile high to know that it is one of the greatest undeveloped power 
sites on any river in our land. To put three puny dams in such a great chasm 
would be a crime against nature and a profligate waste of the greatest resource 
of our Nation—water. 

And I must agree with Senator Alben Barkley, of Kentucky, who recently 
told the United States Senate: 

“When a great natural resource such as a river is developed for navigation, 
for flood control, for soil conservation, and the other purposes, I think the power 
developed by that enterprise conducted by the Government should still be the 
property of the people of the United States, and not of any private group.” 

The waters of our great rivers belong to all the people. They must never be 
handed over to any private interests, who would place a tollgate between them 
and their rightful owners, the people of the United States. 

For all of these reasons, I urge you gentlemen to support the great dam in the 
Hells Canyon of the Snake River. 





STATEMENT OF Lioyp Rea, BAKER, OREG. 


BAKER, OrecG., April 2, 1955. 


SENATE INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D. C.: 

I believe Hells Canyon Dam project is the key to the full development of the 
Columbia River Basin. It is the key project, if we are to have full development, 
The Pacific Northwest has a great resource which is as yet practically 
untapped—water. Aside from timber, which provides seasonal employment, we 
have no other great natural resource. 

As a multipurpose project, it would provide badly needed flood control and 
improvement in navigation, and would create new recreational opportunities. 
Then, with the great amount of storage provided in the bill now before Con- 
gress, it would help out in the power shortage that now exists and will continue 
to do so until we get some of our great projects under way, and finally built. 

I believe in the fundamental concept that every waterway should be made to 
serve the people largely and in as many different ways as possible. Every 
stream should be used to its utmost. Each river, from its headwaters to its 
mouth, is a single unit and should be treated as such. If we follow that concept, 
then Hells Canyon Dam is a must. No other project or projects will get full 
development. The first condition of successful river development is a definite 
and progressive policy, looking forward to the full utilization of its water for 
flood control, irrigation, recreation, and power, With the proper safeguards of 
the people’s rights, Hells Canyon is a step in the right direction. 

In conclusion, I would like to point out to the committee, that, although 
this great resource—water—happens to be lying in the Northwest, it belongs to 
all the people. The great oilfields in Texas, Oklahoma, and California, the 
coalfields of Pennsylvania have each contributed to our great national strength. 
So will Hells Canyon contribute to the Nation, Its benefits should be enjoyed 
by future generations. 

Yours very truly, 
Luoyp Rea, County Judge. 


STATEMENT OF BERNARD REDMAN, PALoUse, WASH. 


PALOUSE, WASH., April 4, 1955. 


CooRDINATOR OF HELLS CANYON DAM HEARING, 
Pasco, Wash. 
Dear Str: It is my observation that we of the Pacific Northwest are in dire 


need of facilities which will provide the most immediate power available. We 
have been confronted with a possible brownout, therefore, I feel that the 
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erection of the private dams on the Snake River would both alleviate the power 
problem and still leave us with the American heritage of private enterprise. 

Furthermore, being a farmer, I am disturbed by the fact that the one high- 
priced Government dam would supply us no advantages for irrigation which 
could not be supplied by the considerably cheaper low dams. 

While I am on the subject of economy, I would like to ask that this decision 
be turned over to the Federal Power Commission which has studied the problem 
very thoroughly and stop the waste of both public and private time and money 
by endless hearings. 

Very truly yours, 
3ERNARD REDMAN, 
Master, Palouse Subordinate Grange No. 177. 


STATEMENT OF LAWRENCE B. Rick, LONGVIEW, WASH. 
LONGVIEW, WASH., April 5, 1955. 


IRRIGATION-RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
UNITED STATES SENATE INTERIOR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 

GENTLEMEN: My name is Lawrence B. Rice and I have been a practicing 
architect here in Cowlitz County for many years. We have been faced with 
severe high water conditions on the Columbia River many times and in 1948 
we almost lost our dikes. Hells Canyon Dam would help this extreme flood 
condition very much. 

I believe the construction of this dam for the purpose of flood control is 
very necessary. 

Very truly yours, 

L. B. Rice. 


STATEMENT OF CLYDE RIDDELL, SKAMANIA, WASH. 


To the MEMBERS OF THI 
COMMITTEE: 

My name is Clyde Riddell. I reside at Skamania, Wash. I am appearing for 
and in benalf of the Southwest Washington Public Utilities Association. This as- 
sociation is comprised of 114,000 consumers of low-cost public power, and a popu- 
lation of in excess of 500,000 people. We have an investment of over $44 million 
in distribution facilities, which are owned and operated by the citizens of the 
various districts at the grassroot level. 

Each public utility district is directed by a commission of three elected local 
residents who carry on the business of the district through a qualified manager. 
The major function of the districts is to distribute electrical power to the residents 
of the districts, both rural and urban. Practically all the power distributed by the 
districts is purchased by them from the Bonneville Power Administration and 
distributed to the consumer at cost. 

I aiso appear for the 8 public utility districts which, under joint contract, 
as a legal entity, intervened in the hearing before the Federal Power Commission 
in the matter of the Idaho Power Co.'s application for a license to construct 3 
small dams on the Snake River between the States of Oregon and Idaho in the 
immediate vicinity of the proposed Federal Dam at Hells Canyon. These are 
Lewis County Public Utility District, Public Utility District No. 1 of Klickitat 
County, Benton County Public Utility District, Public Utility District No. 1 of 
Skamania County, Public Utility District No. 3 of Mason County, Clark County 
Publie Utility District, Public Utility District No. 2 of Pacific County, and 
Franklin County Public Utility District. These counties chiefly border on the 
Columbia River from its confluence with the Snake River to near its mouth. 

The purpose of the public utility law was to conserve the power and water 
resources for the benelit of the people and to supply public utility service, includ- 
ing water and electricity for all uses, 

The construction of one or more small dams on the Snake River at or in the 
vicinity of Hells Canyon would nullify the construction of a multipurpose Fed- 
eral high dam, and thus deprive the down river areas of the protection from 
floods furnished by a high dam, and also the large amount of power to be secured 
by conserving the flood waters of the Snake at that point, and materially disrupt 
the development of the Columbia River Basin as set forth in the comprehensive 
and integrated plan of the United States Army Engineers 308 Report. 
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To control the floodwaters of the Columbia River Basin will require a number 
of dams on the various tributaries; each will have its function in the control of 
the water at flood stage and maintain a high firm power output from all down 
river power generating plants. 

Low-cost power and flood control can only be established and maintained by a 
comprehensive, integrated resource development of the Columbia River Basin of 
which a high dam at Hells Canyon is a definite and indispensable part. We must 
emphasize the value of the storage of 4 million acre-feet of flood water by a high 
dam at Hells Canyon, both powerwise and for flood control. The recent major 
flood of June 1948 flooded over 580,000 acres of land and caused direct damage in 
exces of $100 million. A large portion of the overflow and damage occured in the 
districts which I represent. 

Effective flood control by the storage of flood waters is a function of the Fed- 
eral Government. The Hells Canyon site is one of the best, if not the best site 
for a storage dam in the Columbia River Basin. There are no railroads to be 
relocated, no agricultural lands to be flooded, but will furnish transporation 
facilities for strategic minerals from the mines to railhead, and conserve water 
to be loosed during the period of low flow aiding transportation on the lower 
reaches of the Snake River and the Columbia River, and firming up power at the 
lower river generating plants. 

Without large storage, floods will continue. As our cultural development in- 
creases, damage will increase in proportion. Without storage the power poten- 
tial of the Columbia River will be reduced, and the economic growth and wealth 
of the Northwest will be reduced accordingly. 

The distribution of low cost power by public agencies has stimulated private 
enterprise in our area to the extent that our power demand increases from 10 
to 20 percent annually, and a power shortage in the near future is imminent. 
It follows that the power from a high Federal dam at Hells Canyon is indispensa- 
ble to our economy. 

At this point I wish to call attention to a statement made recently in the 
press by a Senator from Idaho, in support of three small dams on this portion of 
the Snake River, that the water of the Snake will be used for irrigation thus de- 
creasing the efficiency of power generation at Hells Canyon. If that is true it 
would decrease the efficiency of three small dams proportionately. 

It is to be remembered that water is not destroyed by irrigation, it may be 
retarded in its flow, but not destroyed. Water applied to irrigation is dis- 
seminated in three major ways, by evaporation, and transmutation through 
plants into the atmosphere. This moisture is again precipitated from the air 
as dew or as rain or snow on the higher mountains. A large portion sinks and 
joins the ground water and rejoins the stream in springs. A storage dam on 
the Clearwater River will not control the flood waters of the Snake River. 
Again he ignores the fact that half of the Snake River at the site of Hells 
Canyon is in the State of Oregon, or that a fair amount of the water of the 
Snake River at that point flows in from the Oyhee River, the Malheur River, 
the Burnt River, and the Powder River that drain a large mountainous territory 
in the State of Oregon. At a time of hostilities with a foreign power, the de- 
fense and security of our industries is of fundamental importance. That de- 
fense industries be secure in their operation is not to be questioned. 

A high Federal dam, with power generation at Hells Canyon due to its loca- 
tion has a barrier of natural defense not equaled by any other power site in 
the country. Located some 400 miles from the coast line in the deepest canyon 
on the North American Continent, so narrow and winding that it is impossible 
for a large plane to follow up or down the canyon. The rim of the canyon is 
over 5,000 feet above the dam site where ideal locations are available for the 
placement of antiaircraft artillery. With the Seven Devil Mountains on the 
east and the Wallowa Mountains on the west whose summits range from 9,000 
to 11,000 feet above sea level develops a high factor of safety and security. 

The breaching of the dam at Grand Coulee by aircraft bombing, which does not 
bave the natural defense position of that of the Hells Canyon would incapacitate 
the lower Columbia River powerplants with disastrous results to industry, 
especially those engaged in the manufacture of defense materials. With power 
available from a high dam at Hells Canyon continued operations would be in- 
sured. This defense factor placed the high dam at Hells Canyon with its power 
generation as an indispensable part of the national defense. 

Assuming that during World War II, Grand Coulee, Rock Island, and Bonne- 
ville Dams had been incapacitated: our shipyards in the Northwest would have 
been closed ; production of 50 percent of the aluminum of the United States would 
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have been lost; airplane production would have been seriously curtailed; the 
electrochemical plants would have been closed and we would have been dealt a 
devastating blow, which would have threatened our success in the war. 

At the present time with war clouds threatening on the horizon by nations 
whose ideologies are antagonistic to our principles of government our superiority 
is best maintained by erecting our defenses at home than endeavoring to buy the 
uncertain support of minor nations with large outlays of moneys and materials. 

The Northwestern States have produced a large amount of mineral wealth. 
Many of our high-grade deposits are exhausted or nearing exhaustion. There 
remains extensive deposits of lower-grade ores, the mineral contents of which are 
essential to the national economy. With low-cost power available many of these 
deposits can become productive, and the metals made available to the uses of 
industry. 

We live from the products of the soil, but we advance in civilization and elevate 
our standards of living as we mine the minerals of the earth and apply them toa 
beneficial use. That these various mineral deposits be developed and processed 
is essential to our national economy and welfare. 

Peoples and nations that have not developed and utilized their mineral re- 
sources have not advanced in civilization or elevated their standards of living, 
but reman on the level of past centuries. 

It is not to be presumed that the private power companies with their philosophy 
of a scarcity of power with a resultng high price will furnish the low-cost power 
in quantities that will result in the economic development of these mineral de- 
posits which are essential to our continued stable economy. It follows that the 
low-cost power from Hells Canyon Dam is indispensable. 

The construction of a Federal Dam at Hells Canyon in conformity with the 
308 report of the United States Army engineers is not a political issue but far 
transends party lines or party affiliation. Republicans and Democrats in the 
districts that I represent are united in their support for a high multipurpose dam 
to aid in protecting their homes from the ravages of floods, and to maintain their 
economy with a continued flow of low-cost power. With you honorable Members 
of the United States Senate rests a decision fraught with grave responsibilities. 

CLYDE RIDDELL, 
President of the South Washington PUD Association and Secretary of 
the Columbia Snake River Development Association. 





STATEMENT OF J. A. RoprpeAux, CoL_rax, WASH. 
Rosmeaux Buick Co., Colfax, Wash., April 4, 1955. 


HELLS CANYON HEARING COORDINATOR, 
Pasco, Wash. 


Dear Str: I have been very interested in the outcome of the development 
of the Hells Canyon, particularly, by private capital and private enterprise. 
Inasmuch as it will not be possible for me to attend this meeting I would 
like to direct my opinion to you. I feel that a more efficient operation can be 
gained through private operation and supervision. 
Sincerely yours, 


J. A. Roprpeavx. 





STATEMENT OF Scotty RoHWeErR, Rosaria, WASH. 


Rosarta, WasnH., April 1, 1955. 


To the subcommittee of the Senate Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs 
regarding Senate Bill S. 1333 for Hells Canyon Dam: 


GENTLEMEN: Iam a farmer. I am a member of the Washington State Grange, 
National Hells Canyon Association, and a local REA cooperative. I support them 
and I support their views on Hells Canyon Dam. 

I urge that the high Hells Canyon Dam be built. 

Respectively yours, 


Scorry RoHWER. 
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STATEMENT OF ARCHIE ROLFE, PASco, WaAsH. 


My name is Archie Rolfe, and I live in Douglas County and own and manage 
a wholesale business in Chelan County on the outskirts of Wenatchee. I am 
a past president of the Wenatchee Chamber of Commerce, chairman of its 
present industrial development subcommittee and chairman of the School Board 
of Eastmont School District which includes half of the population of Douglas 
County. 

I represent an area whose people have developed all the high dry land to wheat 
production that is economically feasible, all the limited lower elevation land 
along the Columbia River where irrigation and the production of high return 
fruit crops is a sound private investment and whose main hope for the future 
sound growth and economic stability lays in the full development of rivers of the 
area. In relation to acres of land in the county, we are a fast growth area with 
low valuation, many children, and only one major industrial plant. 

Only through a full river development program that brings water to all the 
thirsty acres feasible to irrigate under such a program and electrical generation 
to promote and sustain all the industrial development inherent to the region 
can we who live there maintain a standard of living, develop the talents God 
gave us and make the full contribution to the economic well-being of our area 
and our Nation. 

Anything less than this lowers our horizon, delays or perhaps destroys forever 
the full realization of the heritages of the area, and wastes the talents of people 
who might otherwise share in the development of resources that always far 
surpass man’s wildest dreams. 


STATEMENT OF REX ©, ROULET, ELGIN, OREG. 


. ELGINn, Oreg., April 4, 1955. 
To Whom It May Concern: 

I have been the mayor of Elgin, Oreg., for over 5 years. During this time the 
arguments for and against the high dam proposal at Hells Canyon Dam have 
been brought to the attention of myself and the residents of Elgin. I personally 
favor construction of the proposed high dam at Hells Canyon and feel that the 
great majority of the residents of Elgin favor it also. 

Very truly yours, 
Rex C. Rouier, Mayor, Elgin, Oreg. 


STATEMENT OF J. H. Rouse, Co_trax, WASH. 


JOHNSON & ROUSE, 
Colfax, Wash., April 4, 1955. 
HELLS CANYON HEARING COORDINATOR, 
Pasco, Wash. 


Dear Str: I have spent some time thinking on the question of the Hells 
Canyon high dam as proposed by the Government versus the three lower dams 
as proposed by the Idaho Power Co. To me it seems much more desirable to 
permit the private company to proceed with their plan rather than to make it 
a Federal affair. 

My reasons for arriving at this decision are that first, the private system 
will add to the taxable property thus increasing income of the State as well as 
the Federal Government. Second, to relieve the already overloaded tax load 
of the people by using private rather than Federal capital to achieve the benefits 
from Hells Canyon. Third, the resultant good from the private plan so nearly 
matches that of Government plan there is no loss of resources. 

Although I have not had the pleasure of traveling Hells Canyon, I under- 
stand that it is a very scenic route and I wonder if the natural grandeur of the 
canyon would not be better preserved by the private proposal. 

I am confident that you will act to the best interest of all concerned and that 
the hearing will be satisfactory in every respect. 

Very truly yours, 


J. H. Rouse. 
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STATEMENT OF Rosert J. ScHOETTLER, PASCO, WASH., DirecToR, WASHINGTON 
STATE DEPARTMENT OF FISHERIES 


Very significant runs of spring and fall Chinook salmon and steelhead trout 
enter the Snake River each year and a considerable portion of these runs spawns 
above the site of the proposed Hells Canyon Dams. 

In recent years, particularly since 1947, biologists of the Oregon Fish Commis- 
sion have made stream surveys on the Snake River and its main salmon-produc- 
ing tributaries to determine the number of salmon and steelhead presently using 
this watershed. Particular attention has been given to the main stem spawning 
between Swan Falls, presently considered to be the upstream limits of Chinook 
migration, and Hells Canyon; although efforts have been concentrated in the 40 
miles immediately below Swan Falls. In addition, spawning ground surveys and 
other observations have been made by trained personnel of the Washington State 
Department of Fisheries, Oregon State Game Commission, Idaho Department of 
Fish and Game, and the United States Fish and Wildlife Service. The most im- 
portant tributaries in the vicinity of Hells Canyon and above have also been 
checked for salmon and steelhead. Besides the observations, many of the local 
residents have been questioned concerning the presence, abundance, and location 
of salmon and steelhead in this area. These surveys, observations, and interro- 
gations form the basis of the estimates of the runs of salmon and steelhead pass- 
ing the Hells Canyon Dam site. 

The streams containing significant spawning populations of anadromous fish 
include Pine Creek, Powder River, and Weiser River in addition to the main 
Snake above the dam site. The estimates of the escapement in these streams 
total 3,000 spring Chinook, 18,000 fall Chinook, and 10,000 steelhead. 

The fall Chinook figures are based primarily on observations made in 1947, 
although spawning ground surveys have been made each year since that time. 
Present knowledge indicates that the fall Chinook utilizing this area are main 
stem spawners with the greatest number of them spawning between Swan Falls 
and 20 miles below. Some scattered spawning has been seen in different years as 
far down as the Ontario Bridge, however. 

The 1947 Bonneville counts and computations of the commercial catch above 
the dam indicate an estimated 100,000 fall Chinook passed Celilo Falls headed 
for some upriver spawning ground. Surveys of the main Columbia and Snake 
revealed only a small portion of them. It is very possible that many of these 
fish were destined for the Snake River above Hells Canyon. 

Each year additional data are gained concerning the runs of spring Chinook 
and steelhead to the Snake River and its tributaries. The spring Chinook runs 
have shown a very noticeable increase in the last 3 or 4 years. Management 
practices designed to limit the commercial catch to permit increased escape- 
ments have materially aided the spring fish. There is every reason to believe 
that this increase will continue if the upriver spawning grounds remain avail- 
able to this prized fish. Natives and residents on the rivers and streams in the 
area above Hells Canyon as well as below have reported larger runs of Chinook 
in the past 2 or 8 years than for many years. Likewise, the upriver steelhead 
populations are on the increase. Actual spawning escapements are appreciably 
greater and the sport catch has recently been the best in many years. 

Estimates have been made of the sport take in the main Snake and the tribu- 
taries above Hells Canyon. These figures are based on interviews with residents 
of the area, creel censuses, and spawning ground observations. It is estimated 
that the average annual sport catch above the Hells Canyon site is about 250 
spring Chinook, 500 fall Chinook, and 1,400 summer steelhead. 
VALUE OF 


THE RUNS 





The spring and fall Chinook homing in the main Snake and tributaries above 
Hells Canyon Dam site are taken in the ocean troll fishery and by commercial 
and sport fishermen in the rivers. 

For fall Chinooks a catch to escapement ratio for the troll fishery of 1.8 was 
used. With an estimated escapement of 18,000, this would mean 32,400 were 
taken by ocean trollers and at an average weight of 15 pounds per fish, would 
represent a catch of 486,000 pounds. The more intensive river fishery is esti- 
mated to take 4.5 to every 1 that escapes. This would mean a catch of 81,000 
fish and at 20 pounds per fish represents a commercial river catch of 1,620,000 
pounds, Using a first wholesale vaiue of 36 cents per pound for the 2,106,000 
pounds, the ocean and river commercial landings would be valued at $800,280 
annually. 
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For spring Chinook the catch to escapement ratio in the troll fishery is esti- 
mated to be 1 to 1. Thus the 3,000 fish catch at 15 pounds per fish represents 
a troll take of 45,000 pounds. The river catch is about 2 to 1 producing 6,000 
fish and at 17 pounds per fish, a total poundage of 102,000. The combined com- 
mercial take of 147,000 pounds at a first wholesale vaiue of 57 cents a pound 
represents a value of $83,790 for spring Chinook destined for the Snake River 
above Hells Canyon Dam site but caught in the ocean and river commercial 
fisheries. 

The summer steelhead catch to escapement ratio in the river is estimated to 
be 2.2 to1. With an escapement of 10,000 a catch of 22,000 fish would be realized 
and at 9 pounds per fish, would represent a total take of 198,000 pounds of 
steelhead. At a first wholesale price of 45 cents, the catch is valued at $89,100. 
There is no significant ocean troll catch of steelhead. 

Based on first wholesale figures, the annual value of the spring Chinook, fall 
Chinook, and steelhead destined for the Snake River and tributaries above Hells 
Canyon Dam site but caught in the commercial fisheries below is $973,170. 

In converting the sport catch of the various runs, a weight per fish of 9 pounds 
for steelhead, 17 for spring Chinooks, and 20 pounds for fall Chinooks was used 
Using a price of $1.75 per pound for all the fish gives a value of $22,050 for steel- 
head, $7,487 for spring Chinook, and $17,500 for fall Chinook for a total sport 
value of $46,987. 

Therefore, the value of the combined sport and commercial catches of spring 
and fall Chinook, and steelhead homing above the Hells Canyon Dam site is 
$1,020,157. Capitalized at 4 percent it represents a total asset of $25,503,900. 


POTENTIAL 


The potential value of these runs is considerably greater. The runs are defi- 
nitely building up. A continuance of this trend will mean a greater sport and 
commercial take. ‘ These increases are resulting from management practices 
which regulate the catch as well as from the recently intensified program of 
screening irrigation channels on important salmon producing streams. This 
trend can be expected to continue unless presently unforeseen problems arise. 

The main Snake River and tributaries above Hells Canyon Dam site could sup- 
port significantly larger runs of spring Chinook, fall Chinook, and steelhead 
than are presently utilizing this area. The increased catches from these larger 
runs could raise the potential annual value of the commercial and sport take of 
these fish destined for above Hells Canyon to perhaps $2 million or more. 

Hells Canyon Dam has been periodically discussed for the past 8 years. Dur- 
ing that period the Pacific Northwest fisheries agencies have been and are con- 
tinuing to acquire more thorough knowledge of the economic contribution of the 
Snake River watershed as a fish-producing stream, and of the character of its 
fish population and spawning grounds. For instance, as a result of this research, 
it is now calculated that the Snake River run accounts for about 50 percent of 
the total Columbia Basin salmon output and have an annual value of $9 million 
and a capitalized value of $225 million representing the tangible worth to the 
region of this natural resource. 

Furthermore, since 1947, the four lower Snake River dams have been added 
to the proposed development plan for the Snake watershed. No single one of 
the five dams can be constructed without viewing it as part of a unit develop- 
ment plan which must be carried to completion in order to economically and 
regionally justify any of its components. In other words, we believe that the 
prospectus for Hells Canyon, Ice Harbor, and the other three dams conclusively 
demonstrates that they are interreliant as power, storage’, flood-control, and 
navigation projects. Therefore, we are viewing them and their potential impact 
on the fishery resource as a joint development. 

Considering Hells Canyon Dam as a unit in this development, we request its 
deletion from the overall regional water development plan at least until a time 
that adequate protection can be assured the Snake River fish runs. Our pro- 
test is based on the following points: 

1. Through a continuing program of research, a more thorough knowledge of 
the value and character of the Snake River has been achieved. However, the 
magnitude of the research problem, together with the fact that the fishery 
agencies have been required to devote considerable effort on similar fishery 
problems at other Pacific Northwest dams, has not permitted completion of these 
studies. Now under the Corps of Engineers research program, these studies 
are going forward. Until they are concluded, complete evaluation of the effect 
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of Hells Canyon Dam on the Snake River runs cannot be accomplished, nor can 
feasibility of transferring the runs to other areas be determined. 

2. There have been no examinations made as to the ultimate change of tem- 
peratures in the stream below the dam which will be brought about by the possi- 
ble release of water from various depths behind the dam. 

3. There have been no surveys made of the possible pollution of the river below 
the dam by soluble salts from mineral deposits that will be covered by the Hells 
Canyon pool. 

4. Proponents of the project have not furnished in detail their suggestions for 
a system of flow regulation that will protect fishlife below the dam, or even 
permit it. 

If Hells Canyon project is to be given consideration, we believe that complete 
information first must be obtained on these points, and that sufficient time must 
be given to complete the following studies : 

1. A study on ways of successfully passing adult migrants upstream past the 
dam, so that upriver spawning areas may continue available to the fish runs. 

2. A study of means of collecting and passing downstream migrants over and 
through the dam. 

3. A study of the role of Hells Canyon as storage for increasing the output 
of downstream powerplants and as a flood control project. 

4. A study of the joint effect of Hells Canyon Dam on fish runs in combination 
with the four lower Snake River dams and those on the main Columbia River. 

5. A study of its relation to the regional water development program for 
achieving the most beneficial use of the water of the upper Columbia River 
above its confluence with the Snake River. 

In connection with points 1 and 2, we wish to point out that there is underway 
a master research plan to measure the effects of dams on both upstream and 
downstream migrants, and to develop fish passage facilities which will minimize 
migrant losses. These broad scale studies will contribute immensely to the 
solving of fish passage problems and it is the position of the Department of 
Fisheries that Hells Canyon and other dams on the Snake River should be held 
in abeyance until they are concluded and the data are available for incorporation 
into the project’s engineering plans. 


STATEMENT OF E. D. SHARER, KELSO, WASH. 


KELs0, WASH., April 4, 1955. 
Senator JAMES FE. Murray, 


Chairman, Hells Canyon Hearing. 


Dear SENATOR: I am writing, urging you to support the building of Hells 
Canyon Dam and not to accept any compromise offered by the power combine 
either private or partnérship. 

I think every public-minded citizen is familiar with the power combine’s opera- 
tions and it is not for the best interest of the general public but is a scheme to 
wreck our public power systems and obtain them for their own selfish interests. 

Sincerely yours, 


BE. D. SHARER. 


STATEMENT OF Mrs. JuNE STALDING, LONGVIEW, WASH. 


LONGVIEW, WASH., April 4, 1955. 


IRRIGATION-RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE, UNITED STATES SENATE INTERIOR AFFAIRS 
COMMITTEE, 


GENTLEMEN: My name is June Stalding. I am a telephone operator for the 
Pacific Telephone & Telegraph Co. at Longview, Wash. My husband and I 
have two small boys and, of course, we are very interested in their future here 
in the Pacific Northwest. I am not particularly interested in who builds Hells 
Canyon Dam, but I certainly think it would be a tragedy if the low dams were 
permitted. 

I believe the people of Idaho and the Idaho Power Co. are entitled to a power 
supply, but, for the benefit of the majority of the people it is obvious that the 
high dam should be built. A half million kilowatts means 50,000 new jobs. If 
the Federal Government built it like Bonneville, they would get their money 
back and even the Idaho Power Co. could buy a power supply cheaper. 

By all means the high dam should be built. 

Very truly yours, 
(Mrs.) JUNE STALDING. 
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STATEMENT OF R. E. Stirr, Jr., BAKER, OREG. 


StTirr’s BLUE MOUNTAIN UrIL Co., 
Baker, Oreg., April 2, 1955 
To: Senate Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 
Subject: Statement on behalf of Hells Canyon high dam. 

DEAR Sirs: I’ve been in business in Baker, Oreg., for the past 20 years. During 
that time I’ve been deeply interested in the development of Baker County and 
its surrounding areas. It will take new industries to build up eastern Oregon, 
many of which will be dependent upon cheap power which I’m sure we will get 
in the high Hells Canyon Dam. 

Flood control and the fullest use of water in the development of our great 
Northwest is another must. I’m sure this can only be accomplished in the fullest 
degree in the construction of the high dam in Hells Canyon. 

Along with this great development will come people from every walk of life to 
seek livelihood for themselves and their families. Factories will spring up, new 
homes will be built, the surrounding towns will enlarge and where these condi- 
tions exist, activity will show at every crossroad. I’m 100 percent for the high 
dam in Hells Canyon. Let’s build it now. 

Sincerely, 
R. BE. Srirr, Jr. 


STATEMENT OF PAUL STOFFEL, JR., THE PULLMAN HERALD, PULLMAN, WASH. 


PULLMAN, WASH., April 4, 1955. 
A. B. CURTIS, 
Coordinator, Hells Canyon Hearing, 
Lewis and Clark Hotel, Lewiston, Idaho: 


People of Pullman district repeatedly have given strong support to private, 
taxpaying utilities in resisting expansion efforts of public power in eastern 
Washington. The Pullman Herald urges Congress abide by findings of Federal 
Power Commission in Hells Canyon controversy. 

PAUL StTorFre., Jr., Publisher. 


STATEMENT OF Mrs. PAarK E. TAYLOR, BAKER, OREG. 


HELLS CANYON DAM ASSOCIATION COMMITTEE, 7'0 Whom It May Concern: 


I have been asked by Mr. Truscott Irby of the Wingville Grange of Baker, 
Oreg., to give an opinion on the Hells Canyon Dam question. I will try to be 
both brief and concise in my statements. 

In the first place, I would like to ask the question, ‘Why are people so vehe- 
mently opposed to a big dam, if any dam at all is to be constructed?” The only 
answer I’ve ever received is something about a utopian-sounding word, “free 
enterprise.” 

In the second place, it may be at this time, we actually don’t need extra power 
and that no dam at all should be built, but if one is to be, the people (the Na- 
tional Government) should construct it and not Idaho Power Co. or any other 
private utility company. 

In the third place, one doesn’t need statistics to prove to him how much 
higher his power rates would be if it weren’t for the competitive rates of the 
already built public utility plants. 

And in the fourth place, who is to say that a Government-built dam wouldn’t 
bring new industries and expansion to Baker County, eastern Oregon, the State 
of Oregon, and the Pacific Northwest? 

Mrs. Park E. Taywor. 





STATEMENT OF EUGENE VAN DYKE, MALDEN, WASH. 


MALDEN, WASH., 
April 2, 1955. 
CHAIRMAN, 
Helis Canyon Hearing, 
Pasco, Wash. 


DEAR Srz: Every time the legislature meets it seems that the most important 
item on the agenda is the problem of raising taxes. 
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In heaven’s name, what is the sense of spending millions of tax dollars to 
build tax exempt dams, especially when private industry is willing and able to 
build them and also pay plenty of new tax money into the Government’s coffers. 

Let’s spend our tax money for necessary governmental functions, such as 
national defense, better schools, roads, etc., and allow private enterprise to 
supply the needed cash rather than to borrow against the future. 

Respectfully yours, 
EUGENE VAN DYKE. 


STATEMENT oF G. A. WAGEMAN, OKANOGAN, WASH. 
OKANOGAN GRANGE No. 1103. 
RESOLUTION : HELLS CANYON HIGH DAM 


Whereas the maximum coordinated development of the resources of the Co- 
lumbia River has long been the policy of the Washington State Grange: Now 
therefore 

In line with this policy Okanogan Grange 1103 urge that the congressional 
Members put all their effort into authorizing Federal construction of the high 
dam at Hells Canyon; and furthermore 
We wish to be informed if we can give further assistance within our means. 
[SEAL] G. A. WAGEMAN, Master. 

Mrs. RANDALL Bump, 
Secretary Pro Tem. 
Date: April 4, 1955. 


STATEMENT OF GLENN C. WALKLEY, PASCO, WASH. 





My name is Glenn C. Walkley. I was born in Eugene, Oreg., and reside near 
»asco, Wash. I have farmed near Pasco since 1928. 

Having been served by both publicly owned and privately owned power sys- 
tems, I have had an oportunity to observe both types of operation and to 
evaluate the advantages and disadvantages of both. I have seen a great deal 
of Government bureaucracy. It has not all been good; however, it has not 
all been bad either. 

To me, the Government of the United States controlling the greatest natural 
resource of our region for all of the people, is beneficial to all and not a blow 
to the American way of life, as we are being told by the voices of a few paid 
oracles, 

Hells Canyon can easily be called one of the two toll gates to the Northwest. 
Every kilowatt of power generated downstream clear to the sea must pay a 
toll to thet dams of the upper Snake River. Should this toll go for cheaper 
power, more jobs and cheaper goods, or should it go to the stockholders of some 
private company, however worthy? We do not give one lumber company the 
power to tax all of the lumber companies; neither do we give on mining com- 
pany the right to tax all mines. So why should we give one small group control 
of a large percentage of our generation of electricity? 

It is my belief that the waters of the Snake River should be controlled by 
all of the people for all of the people. 

GLENN ©. WALKLEY. 


STATEMENT OF WILLIAM P. WALL, TEKOA, WASH. 





THe Watt AGENCY, 
TeKOA, WASH., April 4, 1955. 
CHAIRMAN, 
Hells Canyon Hearing, 
Pasco, Wash. 


DrAR Str: I wish to take this opportunity to express my opposition to the 
construction of a large dam and powerplant by the Federal Government at 
Hells Canyon. 

Here in the Northwest we are constantly in need of more power. Private 
power companies through construction of new plants within their spheres of 
operation are aiding tremendously in meeting this need. 
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A project such as the Idaho Power Co. has requested permission to carry 
out in the form of three smaller dams at Hells Canyon can be of great assistance 
in meeting the power requirements of our area. 

In fulfilling these requirements, the Idaho Power Co. can make these facilities 
available to this area in much less time and at less cost than the Federal Gov- 
ernment’s proposed plan. 

As a taxpayer, I feel that not only should the Federal Government not enter 
into this project but that they should encourage more construction by the private 
power companies of such projects. This would in turn give us power when and 
where we need it at a minimum cost and with a minimum of delay. It would 
further remove the Federal Government from entering further into a business 
which it should keep its activities to a minimum and thereby realize a substantial 
saving to the taxpaying public. 

Very truly yours, 
WILLIAM P. WALL. 





STATEMENT OF EvEeRETT WEST, PALOUSE, WASH. 


PALOUSE, WASH., April 4, 1955. 
COORDINATOR OF HELLS CANYON DAM HEARING, 
Pasco, Wash. 

Dear Stir: I favor building a series of low dams on the Snake River, as capital 
will be furnished by private money. Taxes at present rates would furnish over 
$3 million in real property taxes for direct benefit of local area in addition to 
needed Federal taxes, whereby we would be denied this income under the Hells 
Cayon high dam. Power developed at the low heads would be used at home 
where it belongs, to aid in the growth of our local area where it is needed, 
instead of being siphoned off to some distant coastal area. 

Another important factor being the time element in construction of the two dif- 
ferent proposed projects. The series of low dams could be constructed in about 
half the time required to build high dam, which would make power available from 
6 to 8 years sooner. 

I feel the Power Commission has all the facts on construction of both types of 
proposed dams and should be allowed to function as they see fit. 

Very truly yours, 
EVERETT WEST, 
Manager, Palouse Branch, Old National Bank. 


STATEMENT OF Howarp G. WILLIAMS, LONGVIEW, WASH., 


LONGVIEW, WASH., April 4, 19355. 
THE IRRIGATION-RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE, 
Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, 
United States Senate. 

GENTLEMEN: I am an IBM supervisor. I am married and have two children; 
we also are buying our home. Floods have always been a threat to the com- 
munity of the lower Columbia. River. Because of the need for additional flood 
control I strongly urge that the high dam at Hells Canyon be constructed as 
quickly as possible. 

Very truly yours, 
Howarp G. WILLIAMS. 


STATEMENT OF Brit Witmot, CoLrax, WASH. 


CoLFAx GAZETTE-COMMONER, 
Colfar, Wash., April 4, 1955. 
To Hells Canyon Dam Hearing Coordinator: 

No honest purpose is served and development of the power resources of the 
Pacific Northwest is dangerously delayed by the political hearings on Hells 
Canyon Dam. 

The volumes of testimony taken at the FPC hearings certainly provide enough 
evidence—political, practical, technical, and otherwise—on the proposed Hells 
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Canyon Dam to enable any body of men to decide on a course of action. Why | 
delay that decision by more and more hearings? i 

The months of political delay already brought about in the Hells Canyon con- 
troversy has cost the Pacific Northwest millions of kilowatts of added electrical 
power which could have been used to develop greater industry and more produc- 
tive farming. 

Why should the Pacific Northwest continue to be penalized by such delays— 
forced upon us by demagogs who are interested only in their own political fu- 
tures—not in the welfare of the Pacific Northwest. 

Sincerely, | 
Brut Wiimor, Publisher. 





STATEMENT OF GEORGE G. WILson, CoLFax, WASH. | 


Cotrax Security Co., 
Colfax, Wash., April 4, 1955. 
Heitis CANYON HEARING COORDINATOR, 
Pasco, Wash. 
DeEAR Sim: I have been very interested in the outcome of the development of the 
Hells Canyon, particularly, by private capital and private enterprise. 
I feel that a more efficient operation can be gained through private operation 
and supervision. 
Very sincerely yours, 
GEORGE G. WILSON. 


STATEMENT OF ILA AND WILBUR WILSON, BAKER, ORBEG. 


Baker, Oreg., April 2, 1955. 
To the Senate Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs: 

Considering the many great purposes of such as the above-mentioned dam, 
it would be, with its great height and water-storage capacity, the all-time great- 
est multipurpose dam of the world. 

Considering the actual building of the dam, it would afford employment for 
thousands of workers of all trades, reaching out to all producers for the huge 
amount of materials it would take for the construction of this dam. 


WILBUR WILSON, 
Ina WILSON. 















STATEMENT OF FRED YODER, PRESIDENT, EASTERN WASHINGTON CHAPTER, NORTH- 
WEST CONSERVATION LEAGUE, PULLMAN, WASH. 










Hells Canyon and its powerful stream of water has been a million years in 
the making. It is a free gift of nature and rightfully belongs to all the people. 
If a high dam is built here to help generate the full potential of power, it will 
last for a thousand years. If this high dam is built by Federal funds, it will 
pay for itself a hundred times over during its existence. This dam site should 
be conserved for all the people. It should be built by the people, for the people. 
That is the true principle of conservation. 

Half century ago a great, wise, farseeing American President, Theodore Roose- 
velt, turned this Nation toward the conservation and public development of 
water-power resources. Over a decade, he laid down four basic principles to 
guide the Nation’s action. I quote from chapter 11 of his great autobiography: 

1. “The right of the public to natural resources outweighs private rights, and 
must be given first consideration.” 

2. “In the development of our rivers and waterways, we should coordinate 
the use of waterpower, navigation, reclamation, irrigation, and flood control.” 

3. “Each river and waterway system should be developed as a single unitary 
system.” 

4. “There should be expert initiation and development of each project as need- 
ed by increase of population and industry.” 

President Theodore Roosevelt took the first steps in carrying out these princi- 
ples by withdrawing dam sites from the public domain and setting them aside 
for public use. He also initiated the building of Federal dams. 
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Nearly a generation later, President Franklin D. Roosevelt continued and 
enlarged upon this Federal power policy. He reaffirmed the principles of his 
great predecessor, and announced and put into action additional and more spe- 
cific and timely policies of power conservation. I quote from the volume of his 
speeches Looking Forward: 

1. ‘Where the larger interests of the many are concerned, their welfare and 
rights must be conserved.” 

2. “Electricity has become a necessity of the many for home, commercial, and 
public purposes.” 

3. “With the advance of our American civilization this great necessity—elec- 
tricity—tends to become monopolized and therefore should be made public.” 

4. “Natural hydroelectric power resources belonging to all the people should 
remain forever in their possession.” 

5. “The Government should never part with its sovereignty and control over 
its natural power resources.” 

6. “Public ownership of great power resources will avoid overcapitalization 
and payment of profits to owners on watered stock.” 

For all these good reasons of the two great and wise Roosevelts, I urge the 
passage of Senate bill 1333. 





STATEMENT OF ARTHUR J. YOUNG, KELSO, WASH. 


KELSO, WASH., April 4, 1955. 
Senator JAMES E. Murray, 
Chairman: 

Knowing you will be holding hearings in our Pacific Northwest regarding 
Hells Canyon I would like to add my support for the dam as all people that live 
in these four States should do. 

It would seem that everything has been done and said in support of Hells 
Canyon as an added dam to those we already have, in fact had been approved by 
the Army engineers and Reclamation, but this new administration has replaced 
them; further they immediately started wrecking Bonneville, TVA, Missouri, 
REA’s, ete. 

The big question is that they want the power trust back in power as they 
were in 1930 so that we would pay the power trust first, then our taxes. 

We all know that anyone that fights an all-purpose dam on Hells Canyon is 
doing so for a bonus—not for the good of the people or country. 

Knough money has been spent by the power trust on hearings, lawsuits, adver- 
tising half-truths to have built the dam, and has not cost the power trust a cent— 
added to rates. 

Hoping there are enough good men left that believe justice shall be done by 
following in the footsteps of Norris, McNary, Boise, etc., too many to mention. 

Hope you can make this out; I had a light stroke 2 months ago, right side. 

Sincerely yours, 
ArtHurR J. Youne. 


(Individual letters and telegrams were received from the following 
persons :) 


Beeler, John, Rosalia, Wash. 

Bettler, Paul H., Pullman, Wash. 

Carter, Charles, Moscow, Idaho 

Comstock, Jess, Palouse, Wash. 

Dissmore, Chester, 530 South Grand Street, Pullman, Wash. 
Dorsey, W. A., Tekoa, Wash. 

Emerson, R. R., Pullman, Wash. 

Gamble, W. B., Pullman, Wash. 

Goodrich, W. R., North 109 Mill Street, Colfax, Wash. 
Harp, Bernita, Rosalia, Wash. 

Helmer, Paul, Rosalia, Wash. 

Henry, B. T., South 114% Main Street, Colfax, Wash. 
Hering, Jacob, Tekoa, Wash. 

Kneale, J. C., Tekoa, Wash. 

Lamphere, Mrs. Allen, Palouse, Wash. 

Major, Milton, Moscow, Idaho 
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McBride, I. A., Pullman, Wash. 
Nexler, H. M., Pullman, Wash. 
Reavis, James A., Pullman, Wash. i 
Scoville, Arthur, Palouse, Wash. 
Tatham, D. P., Pullman, Wash. 
Wyard, J. R., Pullman, Wash. 


(The following petition carried 91 signatures :) 


A PETITION TO THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 


We, the undersigned citizens of the United States, believing that construction 
of a high dam at Hells Canyon on the Snake River between Idaho and Oregon 
will assure maximum comprehensive multipurpose development of the Middle 
Snake, and will contribute materially to the economic growth of the region and 
the national economy and security, do respectfully petition that Senate bill 1333, 
authorizing a Federal multiple purpose high dam at Hells Canyon, be passed 
by the Congress. 

BAKER District PoMONA GRANGE No. 24. 

Baker District Pomona Grange assembled in regular session at Missouri Flat 
Grange No. 612 on March 5, 1955, go on record as favoring adoption of the Hells 
Canyon bill as presented to the present Congress and Senate of the United States. 

We further resolve that a copy of this resolution be sent to Senators Wayne 
Morse and Richard Neuberger also representative Sam Coon, and the Oregon 
State Grange. 

This resolution was approved by the Baker District Pomona Grange, March 5, 
1955. 

[SEAL] EpGar STONE, Master. 
EpitH Morin, Secretary. 
































FourtTH CONGRESSIONAL Districr DEMOCRATIC COUNCIL, 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
Richland, Wash. 
To the Senate Subcommittee on Irrigation and Reclamation: 

The Fourth Congressional District Democratic Council, an organization of 12 
counties in southeastern Washington State passed the following resolutions at a 
meeting held March 13, 1955; be it 

Resolved, That the Fourth Congressional District Democratic Council: 

1. Commends Representative Don Magnuson and the Members of the House 
of Representatives and the 30 Senators including Magnuson, Jackson Morse, and 
Neuberger, for their sponsorship of legislation for the construction of a Federal 
high dam at Hells Canyon. 

2. Goes on record as opposing the construction of three small privately owned 
dams in Hells Canyon by the Idaho Power Co.; and opposes the construction of 
Mountain Sheep and Pleasant Valley Dams on the Snake River by private power 
companies, as being inconsistent with full, comprehensive river development, im- 
periling the citizens’ water rights and blocking construction of the immensely 
valuable Nez Perce Dam. 

3. Condemns the Idaho Power Co. and the private power combine for false and 
misleading propaganda used in weekly magazines, daily newspapers, radio and 
television programs, and in private publications, and requests that the Senators 
from the Northwest investigate the legality of these advertising techniques. 


GoRDON COCHRANE, 


RESOLUTION 


Whereas the hydroelectric power generated in the Pacific Northwest is not 
sufficient for the full development of our natural resources ; 

Whereas the proposed Hells Canyon high dam would generate an adequate 
supply of electric energy to power more industries, more plants, which would 
furnish jobs and homes for our ever-increasing population ; 
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Whereas this dam would hold the greatest potential for flood control in the 
Nation, preventing such disasters as was witnessed at Van Port, near Portland, 
Oreg., several years ago; 

Whereas the great lake that this high dam would form, would be a wonderful 
recreation spot, and a great attraction for tourists from all over the Nation, the 
value of which cannot be estimated. And the waters from this vast body of 
water can be utilized for irrigation purposes, also; 

Whereas the Snake River is a natural resource and its waters should be used 
for the people, and by the people, and not given into the hands of a few to 
exploit the many: Therefore 

The Missouri Flat Grange, No. 612, of Baker County, Oreg., goes on record as 
approving the Hells Canyon high dam, and asks the Federal Power Commis- 
sion to approve and vote for this dam. 

[SEAL] DorotHy GEKAS, Master, 

ALICE BENNETT, 
Secretary pro tempore. 

BAKER, OREG., April J. 


RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE WASHINGTON RURAL ELECTRIC 
COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION REPRESENTING 24 Coops AND 2 PUD’s (REA 


FINANCED) 


In the early development of our cooperatives, we were handicapped by limited 
power availability and high costs. It was only when low-cost power in adequate 
quantities was made available through the facilities of the Bonneville Power 
Administration that our success was possible. 

Hells Canyon Dam is a key project in the overall plans for the fullest use 
of the Columbia watershed. 

We are in accord with the studied plans of the Army engineers in developing 
maximum use of our greatest natural resource—the great Columbia River sys- 
tem: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That we petition this subcommittee to favorably recommend the 
earliest possible start of construction of Hells Canyon Dam as provided in 
Senate bill 1338. 

H. J. MILvier, President, 
SURTON A, HALL, Acting Secretary. 





a —- 
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STATEMENT OF H. J. ALBRICH, PRESIDENT, ALBANY CHAMBER OF (‘OM MERCE, 
ALBANY, OREG. 


ALBANY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
i/bany, Oreg., April 1, 1955. 
The Albany Chamber of Commerce is vitally interested in the industrial 
development of Linn County, the State of Oregon, and the Pacific Northwest. 
The tremendous development that has taken place in the area during the 
past decade has been due to the availability of hydroelectric power from dam 
installations. The present installed capacity of the existing power dams is 
being fully utilized, and there is a great need and demand for additional hydro 
electric power development. 
It is, therefore, the position of the Albany Chamber of Commerce, acting by 
i through its board of directors, that the Federal Power Commission should 
everything possible to allow the immediate construction of additional dams 
for the production of hydroelectric power in the Pacific Northwest to meet the 
pressing need for industrial usage thereof In this, it is strongly urged that 
every available source of financial backing, whether public or private, be utilized 
to accomplish this purpose. 
H. J. Arsricn, President. 


STATEMENT OF A, R. ANDERSON, BLODGETT, OreEG. 


RLoODGI ry, OREG., tpril ), 1955 


Unrrep STATES SENATE INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COM MITTE! 
Portland, Oreg. 

GENTLEMEN: I am a farmer and living at Blodgett, Oreg. I have abso'utely 
no political or economic stakes in this power controversy. I have lived in the 
Northwest practically all my life, and I want this area to continue to grow and 
prosper In this respect, I am disappointed that a strictly minority group is 
willing and able to postpone or even deny us the necessary additional electric 
power facilities just because of its firm “all Federal or nothing” attitude. T br 
ieve there is room for both Federal (or public) and private development of 
these facilities. 

It seems to me that the public-power people lean too heavily on a theory that 
Government can do a job better than can private enterprise. History, I believe, 
has proven so many times that this is not the case. Yet, by a constant flow of 
propaganda which has consisted of some distorted facts, misleading information, 
and actual misrepresentation of facts, these public-power advocates have done 
a remarkable job in selling their mistaken theory to a good-sized group of 
Americans. 

As an average citizen of these United States I favor private enterprise over 
that of a Government controlled and operated enterprise, that is, whenever such 
private enterprise is ready, able, and willing to do the job. But TI certainly 
don’t favor letting private industry or anyone else rob us of our natural re 
sources or doing us harm through so-called monopolistic practices—we sup 
posedly have laws protecting us from these abuses, but if these present laws in 
this respect are not sufficient to do satisfactory job, it should be the duty of our 
lawmakers to improve them accordingly. 

To me, private enterprise represents a vital and healthy phase of our way of 
life—it is energetic, it is efficient, and it is a heavy taxpaying member of our 
economic society. We should promote its welfare instead of trying to destroy it. 

My feelings and suspicions regarding this almost fanatical desire by a small 
and vocal group to further the cause of public power and to ridicule and ecriti- 
cize the motives and acts of our private utilities were pretty much confirmed by 
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America’s No. 1 Socialist, Norman Thomas, in a recent newspaper artic! 
that article he said in pat the principle behind public de elopment of pw 
iss t ! lish to deny it 
Ve i] Irs 
4. R. An 
S EMI ( HeNRY BAKER, Morrow County, ORE 

Mr. Chairman : embet if e committee, ny name iieury Baker 
a farmer in Alorro ‘ l reg... and nemiber f the board of direct ‘ 
the Columbi Basin Ele i ypreracive yee gel our power trotu the bones 
] er Adminis ti i ‘ ibo 2000 people i orrow and Gilliam 
ties We favor the high Fed ilt Irpose da at Hells ¢( anyon \ 
a member of both farm organizations in our county the Farm Bureau with 177 
members, and the Pomo (il . th 480 members Pbhey ask me to speak for 
them also as they fiiy the high Federal Hells Canvon Dat i ais 
represent Columbia Power, 4,000 people, a d Kustern O-egon Electri 2 POO 
people 

before the Government dams were constructed o the Columbia River, we 
tried desperately to get the private power people to serve our farm area, but they 


reiused, as they could see no profits in building into a farm area where the 


farms were a mile and 1 e apart We therefore formed an REA co-op, but 
when we tried to get power for our lines the private power Company asked us 
15 mills wholesale, which we could not pay. We found out later that they could 
not serve us as they could not carry the loads they already had to the towns in 
our area A number of garages were using gasol he-powered electric pias tS to 
furnish lights for their own use. ‘This condition becaine worse until motors were 
burning out frequently because of low voltage. Knowil his condition, we were 
quite shocked to read in the papers statements of private power leaders that 
there was no shortage of electric.ty—that they were serving everyone that 
wanted power, and, if the Government built the Bonneville Dam, it could never 
sell ail the power and it would become a Government white elephant. Eventu 
lly an agreement wa orked ith BPA and our co-op, and the first lease 
purchase agrecment w made with the approval of Congress to build a trans 
nb SSLO line from He iston fhe vicinit: Tt tone to serve our CO-O} wid also 
the i powe Com an who ere desperately in ed of power. Our whole 
l power rate was a ut 3.5 mills We borrowed ore than $114 million from 
the Governivent and are paying it back th interest; our retail rates are high, 
a ii uv Wholesale rate re increased aterially some ot our members wil 
ot be able to pay. Our people have a lot of faith iy r Federal Government 
fhey have little faith that the pris é wer people Wou d allow us to exist if 
tiie bet ni Governhien Vas out of tie p er Dus eS 3, We do not believe t if 
the Federal dams are socialistic any more toan are many other necessary services 


il gives 1s ¢1tizens., 

We have here in the Columbia River one of the greatest power streams in 
the world. It is perpetual and eternal—at least until the whole topography of 
our continent changes. We are now stressing the importance of power, but as 
time passes, and as atomic energy develops, the importance of hydro power may 
diminish, and the other virtues of the great river will increase in value. The 
navigation, flood control, irrigation, recreation, and other uses will become of 
prime importance. 

There is nothing the farmers need today more than fertilizer. These fertilizers 
today come from the eastern seaboard States and Canada. If cheap power were 
in abundance in this area, untold quantities of fertilizers are available in the 
eastern areas of the Columbia and Snake Rivers. 

We need an abundance of cheap power for private enterprise, for factories, 
industries, farms, homes, and cities. This will make a need for our surplus 
farm commodities here at home, and not require us to pay freight to the other 
side of the world, and compete there for markets. Factories will pay much of 
our local and State taxes, not from money that is first collected from our local 
people and then paid to the tax collector, but from a flood of new money that 
may come from the far corners of the world, wherever products of the factory 
are sold 

We believe we are charged with the responsibility of safeguarding and develop- 
ine all the benefits of our greatest natural resource. We believe that the plans 
of the Idaho Power Co. in the Hells Canyon area is only an attempt for an 
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ering wedge to drive the Federal Government out of the power business 
ld this come about, such cooperatives as ours and others like us in ea nh 
on, would be nonexistent. The \ could not afford to pay the high rates and 
ey could, it would slow the use of electricity to a point where the farms 
d not enjoy the conveniences and-the necessities that they now have 
[his would also be disastrous to the economy and defense of our Nation. We 
forgotten how much the Federal dams did in bringing the war to a 
lose, and the more abundant life it brings to many in time of peace. Nor 
we forgotten the work of the private power monopoly in sending Percel 
h to Washington, D. C., as a lobbyist, whereby he stated that he had spent 
er development in the Tennessee 


e hot 
e 


rly one-half million dollars in blocking furt 
nor can we forget the enormous sums spent on advertising in national 


ey, 
peop.e in 


gazines in an effort to court the favor of the general public. The 
r area would feel more kindly toward private power if they had rathe) 
money making an abundance of cheap power available for all. We can set 


Spel 


thing that would inspire confidence in their present program. 
Therefore, Mr. Chairman, in behalf of our cooperative, and similar cooperatives 
n eastern Oregon, and farm organizations we sincerely helieve that our existenc 


epends on cheap power which can be obtained through the construction of 
h dam at Hells Canyon, and we so urge that this be done as soon as physically 


ssible. 


STATEMENT OF WILLIAM E. BRADLEY, CHAIRMAN, LEGISLATIVE EDUCATION 
COM MITTEE, TROUTPALE, OREG. 


UNITED STEELWORKERS OF AMERICA, 
LOCAL 330, 
Troutdale, Oreg., April 4, 1955 
UNITED STATES SENATE HEARING COMMITTEE, 
(Senate Bill 1333, High Hells Canyon Dam). 
Portland, Oreg. 
GENTLEMI Local 330, United Steelworkers of America, CIO, consists of 600 
embers employed by the Reynolds Metals Co. at their Troutdale, Oreg., plant 


Speaking on behalf of this membership, our legislative educational committec 
edzes its support and urges passage of Senate bill 1333, high Hells Canyon 


Dam, as introduced by Senator Morse. 
Ve wish to point out that our jobs, and all jobs in the northwest aluminum 
ry, depend upon an adequate supply of firm and cheap power, and it 

opinion of the committee that this requirement cannot be met by the private 

r interests. Every employee of the Reynolds Troutdale plant is well aware 
that his job is at stake. He knows that if Hells Canyon is turned over to 
private interests the supply of power to the area will be neither firm nor cheap, 
and the Reynolds Co. will be forced to concentrate their efforts elsewhere 

In January the Reynolds Co. announced their plans to build an aluminum 

fabricating plant in the Northwest and the chief requirement was that it be 
located near a reduction plant such as operated at Troutdale, Oreg., and Long 
view, Wash. The meinbership of this local welcomed the announcement because 
iey know this area needs and has the room for this type of expansion. We 
Senator Guy Cordon objected to allocation of power to 
electric power to man 


\ 


dus 


1} 
recall that former 

uminum reduction plants because of the high ratio of 
power. We have always felt that Mr. Cordon’s views were shortsighted because 
he did not realize that location of reduction plants in the area would eventually 
utiract fabricating plants and the other industries involved in the end use of 
This committee feels that expansion of this type will eventually 


fabricated parts. 
also fee! 


bring the electric power-manpower ratio into better balance. We 
that any expansion will be impossible under the present short supply of firm 
power or the situation that would result should Hells Canyon go to the private 
interests, 

This committee is also heartily in accord with the water conservation measures 


if Senate bill 1333. We firmly believe that the natural resources of our country 
should not be monopolized by special interests. 


Respectfully submitted. 
WILLIAM E. BRADLEY, 


Chairman, Legislative Education Committee. 
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STATEMENT OF Puitire M. BrRANpt, CorvaALiis, OrEG. 


CORVALLIS, OREG., April 5, 1955 
Mr. Joun GALLAGHER, 
Chairman, Benton County Central Committee, 
Corvallis, Oreg. 

Dear Mr. GALLAGHER: I understand that you propose to attend a hearing on 
the Snake River Dams in Portland in the near future and have requested people 
to give you their comments on the relative merits of the high versus the low 
dam program. 

Please be advised that P. M. Brandt and wife residing at 202 North 11th, ar¢ 
unalterably opposed to the high dam program of Democrat Senator Waynes 
Morse and Democrat Senator Richard L. Neuberger and are in favor of a part 
nership program sugested by Secretary McKay and being supported by Govern 
Paul Patterson. 

Yours very truly, 


P. M. Branp1 


STATEMENT OF Mrs. CARMELLE BRATENG, LONGVIEW, WASH. 


LONGVIEW, WASH., April 4, 1955 


The IRRIGATION RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE, 
Interior ffairs Committee, United States Nenate. 

GENTLEMEN: My name is Carmelle Brateng, I live at 1165 Ninth Street, Long 
view. I ama housewife although I was formerly employed by the Pacific Power 
& Light Co. at Astoria, Oreg. My husband is a truck driver and we are pu 
chasing our home here in Longview. Naturally we are interested in the future 
of the area, and since Bonneville and Coulee Dams have meant so much to t!« 
area I think it would be a shame if the downstream benefits of the high dam at 
Hells Canyon were lost. 

I think that as long as the power costs affect the payment to the Federa 
Government its capital outlay plus interest that probably the Government 
should build it, but Government or private power the high dam should be cor 
structed I do not think we should let our water resources be wasted, like the 
buffalo or so much of our timber was. Besides, if we don't use the waterpower it 
is wasted. By all means the high dam at Hells Canyon. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. CARMELLI 


STATEMENT OF ORREN BROWNSON 


My name is Orren Brownson 

I was formerly employed by the Bonneville Power Administration as Assistant 
to the Administrator, and I am now again in private business 

I am not an engineer, gentlemen, and I am therefore not prepured to sny 
whether or not the Snake River would be better developed by a single @am or 
by three dams in the Hells Canyon reach of the river. 

I do know, however, that the econ vy of this area bas been and is being built 
upon the development of hydroelectric power and that the future growth cf 
this area is seriously threatened by the fact that the local utilities are unable 
to assure prospective industry of a continuously adequate supply of power. At 
this very moment Bonneville Power Administration has reduced the supply of 
interruptible power to industry in this area by 75 percent. We have gained a 
national reputation, while we have been dependent upen Federal generation, 
of being a continuously power-short area. 

If this situation is not rapidly changed, then T do fear that the healthy eco 
nomic growth of this area will be seriously impeded. 

The bill introduced by Oregon’s two Senators, and others, just adds to public 
misunderstanding without any apparent reasonable chance of aiding in the 
solution of the power problem. From the viewpoint of power alone, it is evident 
that the Federal proposal is less attractive than the Idaho proposal. Engineers 
inform me that the Idaho proposal, at site and downstream, will produce just 
as much power in the average year as will the Federal dam. What is vitally 
important is that the Idaho dams can be finished 3 years from now, in 1958, in 
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e to feed power in the lines before our critical shortage coming up in 1960 

the other hand the Federal dam even on optimistic assumptions that Con 
ess Will, year after year for 10 years’ time, appropriate all of the money to 
eep the dam on schedule, will not be on the lines for 10 years or until 1965. 
Frankly, I am genuinely concerned about the obstructionist position being 
cen by our Senators from Oregon. In the fact of a critical power situation 
d with full access to and knowledge of the facts, they have elected to play 

tics which guarantees to delay the production of kilowatts although both 
oponents and opponents of the high Hells Canyon agree they are so badly 


eeded 


lt is not only the high Hells Canyon at issue. Our Senators are also in oppo 
m to any and all of the proposed partnership developments. It is clear that 
is only in total Federal monopoly in development. As one who his 
d the privilege of working with all phases of the utility industry—Federal 
ate, and publice—I am convinced it will take everything at the command of 
three to fully develop our river resources, as rapidly as required to kee] 
e with the economy of the Northwest—a requirement of approximately 1 
lion kilowatts a day for the next 10 years. 
It has been stated and restated that the committee has great reliance and 
ufidence in the reports made by the Army engineers and the Bureau of Re« 
too, have explicit faith in these two Federal agencies when they 
inter 


erest 


ition i, 
allowed to formulate sound engineering plans and design without 
rence or pressure from the politicians. In this case their coordinated, 
liminary, studies do not atempt to advise the people or Congress that the 


rel 
h Hells Canyon Dam is the optimum plan for the development of the middle 


‘ 
vet 


: lke 

It has already been cited that the best engineering and economically feasible 
n is not the politically flavored high Hells Canyon Dam but another plan 
hich was the victim of compromise. It is a recognized fact that the best 
od-control and storage projects are located on the Salmon and Clearwater 
leaving the Snake River Canyon to the lower head dams which, inci 


Rivers, 
the Brownlee site under 


dentally, does include 1 million acre-feet of storage at 
i@ Idaho Power Co. plan. 
t seems to me that the Federal Power Commission is the best qualified agence) 
»make a sound decision on such complicated matters as the difference between 
ock-filled dam and a gravity concrete dam and an arch dam and the question 
average waterflows and median waterflows and critical waterflows and evap 
oration and seepave and the utilization of a high-load factor and the low-load 
and a whole series of other problems affecting what is the best direction 


{ 
I 


bois 

the river 

If the Federal Power Commission cannot be trusted to follow its statutory 
duty, I respectfully suggest it is the duty of this committee to initiate a change 
n the law. 

It is my honest opinion that this bill is a mistake. Its introduction did no 

rve the interests of the people of Oregon or the Northwest. I note this bil 

ils to appropriate any money. I have read in the newspapers that Senator 
Neuberger has stated publicly that he plans that this bill will pass only the 
Senate this session and not be considered by the House until next session. Re 
nember in 1945 the John Day Dam was authorized by Congress but even today, 
n 1955, there has been no appropriation made. This is 10 years later. The 
only conceivable purpose of this bill is to prevent the professional engineers and 
experts and the bipartisan Federal! Power Commission from announcing their 
conclusion as to which plan is the best development of the river. 

It is my hope that this committee will promptly kill this bill in committee 
It is my further hope and conviction that further legislation should await the 
onclusions of the Federal Power Commission based upon their exhaustive bear 


{ 
} 
i 


ing and study. 


STATEMENT OF HAZEL BRUNER, LONGVIEW, WASH. 


LoNGview, Wasu., April 4, 1955. 
The IRRIGATION-RECLAMATION SURCOMMITTEE OF THE UNITED STATES SENATI 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 
GENTLEMEN : My name is Hazel Bruner. I am head cashier for the electric 
utility serving this county. I know from firsthand experience just how much 
low-cost Columbia River power has meant to the people of Cowlitz County. Since 
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the Federal Government gets its capital investment repaid with interest I do 
not feel that we are being subsidized. I do think it would be almost crimina 
to let the downstream benefits that would be made available by the Hells Can 
yon Dam go to waste. 

In the interest of the greatest good for the most people I urge that the hi 


dam at Hells Canyon be constructed 


STATEMENT OF JOHN F. Cartson, Keviso, WASH. 
KLOG, 
Kelso, Wash., April 4, 1955. 
IRRIGATION RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 


| 

Very truly yours, | 
Hazet Bruner | 

{ 


GENTLEMEN: I herewith submit for your consideration our opinion on the 
] posed Hells Canvon Dan 
The importance of low-cost power to this area is manifest if we are to hope 


for continued growth of industry beyond the scope of timber. It is obvious that 
one of our present industries, the Reynolds Metals Co. of Longview, would 


not have located here without the assurance of low-cost power. 

Therefore, considering the economic factors of additional industrial develop 
ment, and the ensuing increase of employment, we are in favor of the develop 
ment of the Hells Canyon Dam as the answer to low-cost power in this area 

Sincerely yours, 


JOHN F. Carson, Manager. 


‘ 


STATEMENT OF Rex S. Casey, ALBANY, OREG. 


To: United States Senate Interior and Insular Affairs Committee. 
Subject: Federal construction of hydroelectric dam on Snake River. 





GENTLEMEN: It is my firm opinion that the construction of 3 small dams 
on the Snake River would be superior to 1 high dam, both from an economi 
and a utility standpoint. 

The cost of construction of the 3 small dams would be less than the cost of 
building 1 high dam 

The three small dams could be built in less time, thus meeting the urgent need 
of the Pacific Northwest without unnecessary delay 

The reservoir capacity of the proposed three small dams meets all the require 
ments at a much lower cost 

The foregoing statement of opinion has been formulated from information 
gained through radio, press, and public opinion 

Respectfully submitted 

Rex S. Casey. 


STATEMENT OF Davip B. CHARLTON 


GENTLEMEN: I am speaking as one who is sincerely concerned with the wise 
use of our natural resources. Since many who are testifying today are identified 
with some economic group and since the subject of this hearing has become a 
political issue, the significance of my remarks will be better appreciated if | 
dentify myself further During my 20-year membership in the Izaak Walton 
League of America and a member of the natural executive board of the league 
at this time, I have made the study of water resources my principal concern 
As a chemist and bacteriologist I have some knowledge of water, what’s in it 

nd its uses for our benefit I have been a member of the Portland Chamber 
of Commerce committee on recreational and natural resources for 10 years, and 
at present am chairman of this committee. I am sure Senator Neuberger will 
confirm the fact that I do not reflect the viewpoint of any particular business 
group in matters of water resource development. 

[am opposed to the authorization of S. 1333, the latest Hells Canyon Dam bill, 
for the reason, “There has been no evidence advanced to demonstrate that the 
project is either economically possible or desirable from an engineering view 
point,” to quote Senator Dworshak. Perhaps never has there been so much 


} 


said about a subject concerning which the talkers know so little. Dramatic 
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ne and speechmaking about the mile-deep chasm of Hells Canyon, the lofty 

tructure, etc., certainly fog the issne. Some facts which are available 

arely quoted are: 

fhe proposed Hells Canyon Dam is only a moderately sized Cam with respect 
power production. At least 7 dams on the Columbia (2 completed, 2 building, 

3 scheduled to be built), are greater power producers. 

The downstream power benefits are attributed in part to four relatively 
i} dams on the lower Snake River, which have doubtful economic justification 
jut suppose they are to be built, a more certain source of needed water should 
be stored in reservoirs that will hold the floodwaters of the Clearwater and 
Salmon tributaries, which are the source of the major portion of Snake River 
vater. These are well below the Hells Canyon Dam site. 

rhe remainder of the downstream power benefits are attributed to dams on the 
Columbia. These could just as well and with more certainty be credited to water 

“tin the upper Columbia. So you see the oft-quoted figure of over 1 million 
owatts is a bit trumped up. 

Low-cost power? That’s a joke. Even using the lowest estimate it will 

four or more times that at Bonneville, and twice that at MeNary and The 
Daties. Hells Canyon power would be high-cost power. 

t+. Revenues to pay for irrigation? What revenues, gross or net? If it means 
net, then the price for the power nust go up. The irrigation plans are still in the 
fuzzy stage; the large long-range billion-dollar plan has not been revealed in 
any detail. 

» As for the oft referred to 308 report, it is in need of review and revision 
especially as to the Snake River. A leading engineer of the United States Corps 
has recently so stated. Engineers from Government as well as from industry 

re how engaged in further studies 

6. The high-cost dam has no assurance of an adequate water supply from 
which all benefits are gained. There are a great number of small dams upstream 

ww built, with mariy more to come. The Idaho people plan to use as much of 
that water for irrigation as they possibly can. Only a portion of it will get back 
into the stream. 

It is too bad people are called upon to testify on something which is not yet 
adequately studied and so frequently represented by distorted statements. The 
H« dam is now called indispensable, as a political issue, maybe. 


STATEMENT OF CLARK CoUNTY POMONA GRANGE, RIDGEFIELD, WASH. 


RipGEFrretp, WAsH., April 5, 1955 
the Irrigation and Reclamation Subcommittee of the Senate: 
Clark County Pomona Grange is a farm organization which represents the 
ist inajority of farm people, and those interested in agriculture in this county. 
We wish to inform you, that Clark County Pomona Grange has always gone 
record as favoring the building of the high dam at Hells Canyon; and that 
ve still overwhelmingly favor the building of this high dam. 
ALBERT Ost, Master. 





STATEMENT OF Earn J. COLE, CHAIRMAN, BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS, PUBLIC UTILITY 
Disrrict No. 1, LONGVIEW, WASH. 


Cownitz County Pusriic Urimiry District No. 1, 
Longview, Wash., April 5, 1955. 
RIGATION-RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE INTERIOR 
AFFAIRS COM MITTEE. 

GENTLEMEN: My name is Farl J. Cole. I am chairman of the board of com- 
missioners of Cowlitz County Public Utility District. Our general offices are at 
Longview, Wash., a city of approximately 25,000 population, situated in a diked 
area adjacent to the Columbia River, 50 miles downstream from Portland. 

For over a hundred years the settlers of Cowlitz County have suffered from 
the ravages of spring floodwaters and downstream detriments which occur when- 
ever the snow runoff of the Snake River coincides with that of the Columbia. 
The 1948 flood, although costly to our county, would have been much more 
so had not the Army engineers operated Grand Coulee Dam in such a manner 
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that the potential flood peak in our area was reduced an estimated 14 inches 
We believe that a high dam in Hells Canyon would provide similar results in 
times of great floods 

Our utility, serving 20,000 customers over the entire Cowlitz County area, i 
also looking forward to a potential power shortage 10 years from now throughout 
the entire Northwest area. We feel that a great natural resource such as Hells 
Canyon should not be wasted but developed in its entirety. Falling water is the 
one resource that accrues in value the more it is used and developed. 

With these two thoughts in mind, hydroelectric development and flood control, 
a great many of the citizens of our county have filed letters supporting the high 
dam development. We respectfully urge your favorable consideration of this 
l = . . . 

i wish to thank you for this opportunity of appearing 

EArt J. Coe, 
Chairman, Board of Commissioners. 


STATEMENT OF A. E. COLLINS, PORTLAND, OREG. 


PorRTLAND, Orec., April 6, 1955 


Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen, I wish to thank the committee members 
for coming here to hear us at this time. 

Last Saturday morning at breakfast I t 
list of witnesses for today ; the only answer 
not getting into a lot of trouble!” 

I am very much in favor of the high Hells Canyon Dam, and want to se¢ 
Mr. Morse’s bill 1333 enacted into law 


old my family my name was on the 
I got was, “Oh, golly! I hope you're 


Opposition forces seem to be able only to stand up and cry about the shabby 
treatment private enterprise is receiving. My opinion is, private enterprise, 
as concerned in the case immediately before us, is due very little sympathy, for 
they have forfeited all confidence of the people who wish to further the progress 
of our society. 

Let me recount a graphic incident that happened when I was quite young. 
It concerns my family together with 10 or 12 other farm families who lived on 
small irrigated farms near Sunnyside, Wash. The year 1926 they wanted 
electric lights, but to get them they had to pay for building the transmission 
line, then deed it to the private utility company and pay $15 per month for 
5 years. The $15 a month was supposed to buy electricity; it did buy enough 
to light 5 or 6 small lamps about 11 o’clock each evening Under the law 
practices such as this were common at that time. 

The people who want to build the three small dams on the Snake River are 


the same people who own and control the small rural powerline before mentioned. 
I am in favor of the high Hells Canyon Dam. 


A. EB. CoLiins. 





STATEMENT OF C. L. Comstock, CowxLirz County, WASH. 











GENTLEMEN: My name is C. L. Comstock and I have lived in the State of 
Washington for 32 years. I am a family man, own my own home, and for the 
past 5 years have been employed as an electrical engineer for the Cowlitz 
County Public Utility District 

I take great pride in the Pacific Northwest and, naturally, anything that 
affects the economy and development of this area is of prime interest to me. 
For years it has been apparent to me that the one factor that has retarded the 
growth of this area most has been the lack of an abundance of cheap electrical 
power. Industries that could and would locate in this area are forced elsewhere 
by reason of the availability of cheap power there. Why shouldn’t we have 
those industries here in the Northwest? 

$v the full development of the hydropotential of the Columbia and Snake 
Rivers, the Pacific Northwest can be the industrial utopia of America. Hells 
Canyon Dam is a vital part of this development. The downstream benefits 
of this dam alone will amount to the power potential of a dam half the output 
of Hells Canyon Dam itself. Yes, by all means build Hells Canyon Dam. 

Whether the Government builds or Idaho Power Co. builds—for the industrial 
future of our Northwest—Hells Canyon Dam should be built. 
Sincerely yours, 

C. L. Comstock. 
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Q EMENT OF KENNETH DAVIS, EXECUTIVE SECRETARY, NORTHWESTERN COUNCIL, 
LUMBER AND SAWMILL WorweRS, CHARTERED BY UNITED BROTHERHOOD OF CAR- 
NTERS AND JOINERS OF AMERICA 


I come before this committee to inform you of the position of the organization 
which I represent so that you may be informed of the desires that have been held 
by this organization over a period of several years regarding the proper and 
complete development and utilization of the waters in the upper Columbia and 
Snake Rivers. 

\s early as 1948 our organization, after much thought, decided to place our 
selves on record as in favor of the full development of the upper Columbia and 
Snake Rivers in accordance with the very comprehensive plans developed by 
the Army engineers. 

It is our belief that sufficient hydroelectric power, improved navigation, needed 
rrigation and proper flood control can only be accomplished by following the 
well-planned program of development as outlined in United States Army Corps 
of Engineers in 1948 

If the plan suggested by the Army engineers is followed completely and all 
other attempts in a hodge-podge manner by various power companies, either 
privately or publicly owned of damming up our rivers and streams without due 
regard to the full utilization and protection of the Northwest water system is 
ypposed, it is our opinion that the future of the Northwest and the nation will 
ve best served 

We believe that the resolution adopted by our organization in convention in 
Boise, Idaho, in September 1948 best summarizes our position, 

I do wish to point out in supporting the position of our organization that we 


( 
} 


have worked in conjunction with various labor organizations, chambers of com 
merce, granges, etc. in one instance, and have felt it necessary to be at variance 
with some of these organization in other instances. For example, to protect 
our open streams ‘in the lower Columbia River, our organization opposed the 
building of dams on the Cowlitz River in Washington by a publicly owned power 
company. and we have opposed building of a dam on the Metolius in Oregon by 
a privately owned power company. 

Our position in resolution form is as follows: 

Subject: The development of the Snake and upper Columbia Rivers 

Whereas there is a definite power shortage already evident in the growing 
Northwest ; and 

Whereas there is urgent need for flood control and irrigation; and 

Whereas the timber supply is diminishing and there is a great need for the 
development of other industries ; and 

Whereas, because of the great migration of eastern people to the West, we must 
have work for them in other varied industries to take care of the surplus of 
labor and maintain our living and working conditions as built by the lumber 
and sawmill workers: and 

Whereas we believe the great salmon industry can be improved rather than 
hindered in the development of the Snake and upper Columbia Rivers, setting 
aside major rivers not already developed, using them for the purpose of propa 
gation of fish life; and 

Whereas the States of Oregon, Washington, Montana, and Idaho are all vitally 
interested: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Northwestern Council go on record as favoring the develop- 
ment of the Snake and upper Columbia Rivers and that the Northwestern Council 
be instructed to take an active part with State federations of labor, granges, and 
all other organizations interested in the development of the Snake and upper 
Columbia Rivers to the interest of all concerned. 

This means that we favor the high multipurpose Hells Canyon Dam as an 
important and necessary link and to be used to make future dams downstream 
more efficient and effective. 


STATEMENT OF WALTER A. DurRnHAM, Jr., PorTLANpb, Orga. 


My name is Walter A. Durham, Jr., and I reside at 2510 NE Alameda in 
Portland, Oreg. IT am a “fourth generation’ Oregonian, educated in the Port 
land public s-hools: and hold college degrees granted in economics from Reed 
College, in economics and accounting from Clark University, and in government 
management from the University of Denver. For approximately 2% years 
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during 1940 and 1942 I was employed as an economist in what was then known 
as the Market Development Section of the Bonneville Power Administration in 
the United States Department of the Interior 

n employed by an association of lumbermen and loggers in Portland and 


le, but I am appearing solely on my own behalf. My interest in Senate 





stems primarily from my training as an economist, specializing it 
taxation and government administration, and to my concern over the alarming 
growth of Federal powers in areas and activities in which free citizens under 
the jurisdiction and regulations of their local governments can make more 
effective and certainly more wise decisions relating to resource development 
If the Federal Government can muscle its way still further into our northwest 
country with its monopolistic, political power program, as advocated by the 


supporters of the extravagant and costiy high-dam proposal for Helis Canyon, 
then none of our natural resources are safe from usurpation and exploitatior 
under the heavy hands of an expanding Federal bureaucracy 





The engineering aspects of the best and most economical development of Hells 
Canyon have been amply covered in extended hearing efore the Federal Power 
Commission, and in only 6 hours of hearings in Portland it would be futile for the 
members of your committee to undertake any exploration in detail of the tech 
nical data concerning the high- versus low-dam issue. But we can obtain some 


ideas of the direction in which S. 1333 will lead us by examining the growing 
body of evidence cor ing the expanding imperialism of Federal development 
al operation of power and other facilities in the Tennessee Valley Authority 
region It is well-known that the accounting devices employed in the TVA 
system have been seriously questioned by experts both in and cut of Government 

e past decade. Prof. Eugene A. Stephenson of the University oft 
Kansas, in his recent ! ript entitled “TVA: Profit or Loss?” sets forth some 
of the enormous subsidies borne by all the taxpayers of the United States in 
naintaining a public powes ‘vardstick”’ which D Stephenson coneluces is 


shy several inches in length.” Faulty and inconsistent accounting prac 
tices are set forth in some detail in this manuscript, which is supplemented by 1 


Vised financial statements giving the reader a sound appraisal of the TVA 
progral There are ample reasons for us to fear that the amazing financi 
osses we taxpayers have suffered in supporting the TVA enterprise may he 


duplicated under an extension of political power through such measures as the 


S. 1333 prograt or Hells Canyon 
During 1941, I was commissioned by the Bonneville Power Administration to 


undertake a detailed study of State 





l ind local taxnayments made by the PP 
Sound Power & Light Co., in order to help incorporate in a Columbia Valley 
l istration bill—then in preparation—what was presumed to be the best 
thinking concerning the subject of Federal payments in lieu of taxes. Dr. 
Stephenson’s study of the TVA system shows that this is one area in which 


a 
rivxy 


‘VA is sadly delinquent, not only with respect to State and local taxes but to 





Federal taxes These items, and certain other costs which are ignored or un?‘er- 
stated by TVA accounting “methods,” show that the $252.357,000 net income 


claimed by TVA for the 15-year period 1939-53 shrinks to a net loss of $51,831,000 

It was not until long after I made these tax studies in 1941 that I realized 
from later investigations of independent observers in the TVA area how great 
is the weapon of Federal control over State and local communities through Fed 
eral executive discretion in determining these grants or payments in lieu of 
taxes. The Hells Canyon proposals in 8. 1333 will certainly raise these problems 
out West. 

Senate bill 1333 contains a most illuminating reference on page 1, line 5, to 
the exercise of the constitutional authority of the Congress “* * * to provide for 
the general weifare The Constitution actually uses the phrase “* * * promote 
the general welfare.” This confusion has led to many impairments of individual 
freedom in America, and the misuse of these terms has given the several executive 
departments of the Government the power to exert over the last two decades an 
ever broadening and subversive sphere of influence and control over individual! 
citizens and their State and local governments. 

When the citizens of the region and others willing to cooperate with them 
are willing and able to build adequate power facilities on the Snake River, it 
is appalling that the Federal Government should attempt to usurp their rights 
with the assertion that Snake River development in Hells Canyon should be 
the preserve of the predatory Federal power monopoly over which there has 
been little effective regulation by the people themselves. The Comptroller Gen- 
eral of the United States and the Power Commission have repeatedly protested 
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failure of TVA boards to conform to even the most rudimentary of acceptee 

inting and operating procedures in the power | 

I was amazed to read a statement in the Sunday Oregonian of April 5, issued 
half of this committee as follows: 

The committee came out here to hear the little man. They should rememb« 
when they get around to deciding who will be heard and who won't. On 

ple can’t go running off to Washington like the Idaho group—this is the only 


usiness, 


nee they get to give their side.” 





I America there is no “little man.” I certainly hope that the above stats 
does not reflect a condescending attitude on the part of your committee in 
nting us 6 hours of hearings in comparison to the vastly more exhaustive 
mony already in the hands of the Federal Power Commission. In so short 
ne as has been allocated to Portland citizens, I trust that the members of . 
ommittee will be a to see through the political case presented by thi 
iets of the high dam, and to report to the members of the full Committes 
Interior and In ar Affairs that the free citizens of the Pacific Northwe 
bie and w ing to develop economic power resources themselves, withe« 
ing for the enormous ta subsidies from taxpayers in other regions tha 


aracterized beyond any doubt the financial manipulations of the TVA 


ilf-truth is often more ¢ 





angerous than ght false testimony With 


om well-inevning but only partiy informed supporters, a crafty minority 


vocating the type of construction proposed in S. 1333. If successful, these 

loubtedivy will move ahead on their consistent and cha d path to com 

nationalization of the power business through the creation of a Feder 

ermonopoly too large and too powerful for any effective control by t) 

| ens of any State or even the Nation If the members of this committee wi 
i personal referenc the failure the leaders of the Democratic Party 
gnize this threat of nationalization and eventual socialism is the 

wh 4 year I terminated 28 yvears of membership in the Demoet 

I I subscribe fully to the principle set forth by President Dwight Bisen 
his dedication address at McNary Dam on the Columbia River last 
i: What the citizens and their States can do for themselves, the Federal 


Government should not attempt to do. 
Last fall we elected a United States Senator pledged to bring a high dam 





in Hells Canyon If he can succeed in doing what has not yet been done in 
-0 p years of Democratic control of the Congress, then well and good. Should 
i” Senators persuade Congress to take $500 million more away from the tay 





{ 
ers all over the Nation to subsidize high-cost power development in the 


River, then “money will talk” and the logic and reason of the citizens 


NT OF CHARLES T DEF or AsTOoRTA CITA) ER OF COMMERCR, ASTORIA, 


ASTORIA CTTAMBER OF COM MERC! 
istoria, Oreg., April 4, 195 
Re He Canyon Hearings. 
enate Subcommittee: 


Whereas the economy of the Astoria area has been supported to a gr 

tent by commercial salmon fishing on the Columbia River for approximate 

vears, we Subinit the following statement 

he interest of our organization is not in who is to build dams in the Columbi 

r system but in how such structures may affect the salmon resources. 

s our considered opinion based upon studies made by the industry that tl 
Hells Canyon project would prove more inimical to the salmon resource tha: 
the low-dam plan for the following reasons: 

The high Hells Canyon Dam program would result in the construction of a 
cefinite and finai block to the migration of salmon in the Snake River beyond 
he proposed site. The low dam plan which will have fish-passage facilities give 

better chance for the continued maintenance of runs in the area 

2. The Hells Canyon program has been consistently tied in with the con 
truction of four dams on the lower Snake hetween Pasco and Lewiston. Weé 
ave been informed that the Hells Canyon project is not economically feasible 
ithout crediting the use of its stored waters to the lower group of dams and 
that the four lower Snake Dams are not economically feasible without the 
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orage to be provided by Hells Canyon Since we have the testimony of fisher 
biologists to the effect that some 75 percent of the remaining Columbia Rive 
mon spawn in the Snake River system and particularly in the Salmon a1 
I e} Rivers those interested have tried to keep the Snake open as long 
] tothe iy ( f those rivers th the Snake 
It shot be understood that this statement covers a matter of choice betwee! 
two plans and is not an endorsement of either In the light of research yr 
grams now underway we sincerely believe that if dam production is diverted 


to those areas of the basin here such structures will not interfere with the salmor 
? that the problem of passage of salmon up and down the rivers over suc] 





ructures inay be lved in a manner which will permit the coexistence of these 
tures d the salmon resource 
Very truly yours, 
CHARLES DEFOR, Vanage 
STATEMENT OF JOI Wwoues, I ION, ORE 

UNION, OREG.. tpril 6, 1955 
\ ! ie is Joe De Wuh I live in eastern Oregon, and I use water from 
three tributaric I register for the high Hells Canyon Dam on the Snake 
River, because any irrigator whatever is irrigated, knows good and well if you 
have a dam, you have more water, and water later in the season 1 am not 


frightened that I will be short of water, Iam sure I will be long on water. 
I am not only for the high Hells Canyon, but I am in favor of ; 
» they will liquidate tft] 


1] Federa 
ves from the power. The Hells Canyon 


dam is supposed to ce st S480 million: only S42 million 


n comes from the taxpayer 





for recreation and flood contro 


I ould like t see the Government control the water of this Nation: the 
ter is the greatest heritage on this planet, earth, of all the wealth we have 
hothing is more precious than iter I want the Government to control the 
destiny of our Nation, rather than some private company, and I do not want our 

Federal projects that are above 85 ion—-no partnership above $5 million 


1 tle dam, below $4 million and $5 million for local people 


or the co-op, or the PUD is O. K., but when the dam costs millions of dollars, the 
State or the co-op, or the PUD, or private utilities, are figuring to pick Unel 
Sam's pocket 


ie partnership on li 


If vou will remember, in 1932 and 1°34, the private enterprise banking system 
did not function—it took 

know by experience, I tried to borrow some money during that time, but it 
the Government of our Nation to save not « 


our Uncle Sam, the Government—to bail us out I 
l TK ok 
mivy my home, but many, many 
ples’ homes and farms. 


ALBANY, OREG., April 4, 1955 
] ERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEI 


United States Senate. 


GENTLEMEN: As a businessman and property holder in this great Pacifie North- 
west country, I have followed very closely this controversy over the past 
everal years. I have made it a point to read and study all of the available 
material put out by the advocates for both the high dam and the three low 
dams proposed by Idaho Power. The question seems to have resolved itself 
nto two factors, that of a wholly owned and controlled Government project, 
or that of a private business, but still a private utility such as Idaho Power Co 

In my way of thinking, if the Government undertakes the building of this 
roject my individual share of the Government’s debt will be increased in pro- 
portion to the cost of the dam, whereas, if this dam is built by the Idaho Power, 
only those people who desire to will invest in its construction and, of course, 
f any benefits are derived, they will be the ones to receive them. The public 
debt has already reached such astronomical figures that, in my opinion, the 
Government should do everything to keep from raising it any more and, while 
I readily admit the additional power is needed in this country, I certainly 
helieve that if it can be developed without further Government obligation, it 
should be done that way. 

We have all seen the growth of bureaucracy and the resultant waste in man- 
power and money in all Federal projects as compared to the efficiency of 
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ate business. This hearing could not have been held at a more critical 
e, for as you all know, we are now suffering from the curtailment of y% 

sic industries If we can believe, and I see no reason otherwise, that 


information presently published by both sides indicates that the Idaho 
Power Co. could be producing power within a 3-year period, whereas it would 
least 10 vears for the Government to produce a like amount of power, ¢ 
everything should be done to expedite the development of more powet 


ulfill this daily growing need. 


It seems almost incredible that opposition to the development by priv 
lustry of such a project as this is as strong as it is. We have grown in 

eut Pacifi Northwest from the pioneerin stuge to our present hig stute 

development through the individual initiative of private enterpris Ce 
nly we haven't been touched by Government interference in the West as we 
cuow it to exist in the East and in the Mississippi Valley. Private pul 
tilities are fully controlled by various State and interstate laws and regula 


ms and the public interest is fully protected so far as the ultimate cost 
power to the consumer is concerned. 
in my opinion the Idaho Power Co. should receive the blessings of « vo 
this country including the permission herein sought to immediately proceed 
this project 
Very truly yours, 
Ken Epick 


President, Cummings Transfer & 1 ‘+ 
STATEMENT OF TERENCE B. ELDER, ALBANY, OREG 
ALI .Y 4) 
ject Federal construction of hydroelectrie facilities on the Snake River Dam 
UNITED STATES SENATE INSULAR AND INTERIOR AFFAI (‘OM MITTE! 
GENTLEMEN: It is my firm opinion that the United States Government sl dl 
construct a high dam on the Snake River. Based up the facts aceu 


i 
ited through newspaper reading, radio, and public opinion, I believe one high 
am is not feasible from both an economic and utility standpoint. 
Costwise the high dam is out of proportion to its electrical revenue returns 
Utilitywise its reservoir capacity does not parallel its added cost as compared 
h costs of the alternate program of three smaller danis. 
rimewise a high dam cannot be constructed soon enough to satisfy the peak 
er demands of the Pacific Northwest. 


TERENCE B. Evper 


STATEMENT OF FRANK J. ERICKSON, VANCOUVER, WASH. 
VANCOUVER, WASH., April 4, 1955 
lo the IRRIGATION SUBCOMMITTEE, 
United States Senate: 

My name is Frank J. Erickson. I have lived in Clark County for the past 41 
ears, and have farmed the present location 31 years. I have always taken an 
ctive interest in the farmers’ cooperatives and have served as director of the 
Washington Canners Co-op for 27 years. This co-op does an annual business of 

$7 million. Have also served as a member of the board of Clark County Dairy 
mans Association and the Columbia Farmers Supply. 

I live close enough to the Columbia River that I have an appreciation of the 
damage that results from an uncontrolled river. I favor a high dam on the 
Snake River because I believe in complete development of the Columbia River 
by the Federal Government. The low cost power resulting will make possible 
the full development of the phosphate deposits in Idaho which our farms so 
badly need. 

I have watched the development of the Columbia River for the last 25 or 30 
ears and have listened to the prophets of doom who condemned each new dam 

nd have yet to see any large surplus of power. 

I appreciate the opportunity of making my views known to the committee, as 
it would be impossible for me to make a trip to Washington. 

There are hundreds of farmers in this county who share my views and are 
pulling for the high dam at Hells Canyon. 

FRANK J, ERICKSON. 
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STATEMENT OF BEN FANNING, PRESIDENT, (ENTRAL OREGON CHAMBER OF COMMERCi 
Because our Federal Government now has a total indebtedness approaching 
Sie billion, and ause the construction of a Federal project at Hells Canyon 


s authorized in the above bills—would be still another addition to this pul 
ebt, the Central Oregon Chamber of Commerce opposes the project called for 
in these bills 


\t the same time, local interests are willing and anxious to construct facilities 
n t! sane area—providil ubstantially the same amount of firm powe 

would a Federal project—at no cost to the Federal Government. 

These interests have committed themselves firmly to this project. They will 
pay all the cost of construction. They will pay all applicable Federal, State 
and local taxes. 

ie ‘ of the staff of the Federal Power Commission, after spending more 


than 44,000 man-hours in studying the whole question of hydroelectric genera 
tion on the Snake River and related streams, have gone on record as saying 
hey believe the project advocated by the Idaho Power Co. is more feasible, 
economically, than the project proposed in the bills under discussion here today. 

The Northwest’s need for more electric power is great. Because the need 
i ) , feel that the Idaho Power Co. should be allowed to go ahead 
with its proposals. If Federal funds are avilable for the purpose of constructing 
hydroelectric facilities we believe those funds should be used in places where 
others are unable to undertake the task. If this is done, the Pacific Northwest 
will benefit greatly, obtaining not only the power from the Idaho Power Co.'s 
three dams but also the power from such other Federal development as is 
undertaken, 


S 0 e t 
i i 


STATEMENT OF Rosert D. Fercuson, EUGENE, OREG. 


EUGENE, OREG.,. April 6, 19565 
To the CHAIRMAN, 
Subcommittee of Insular Affairs: 


I oppose the proposed Federal high dam development at Hells Canyon for 
several reasons. First, private enterprise is willing to do the job and have 
firm bids to do the job at a cost of $182 million. The Federal project would 
require an expenditure of tax money of $459 million I believe that where 
private capital is available to do the job equally well, or better, we should 
minimize our tax spending to those projects which private firms cannot 
undertake. 

Second. The Idaho Power Co. is ready to begin construction immediately 
and will be completed within 4 years. The Federal plan would require in 
excess of 8 years. We in the Northwest require that this power development 
be completed as soon as possible. The proponents of this bill seem to want 
Federal development or none at all. This is too important to keep delaying 
any longer. 

Third. The taxes that would be paid by the Idaho Power Co. would in itself 
be a major consideration. Private power would pay the cost of development 
and still pay the Federal Government more than the cost of development in 
just 50 years in taxes The cost to the consumer wou'ld he the same. or less. 
if Idaho Power Co. develops the Snake River potential. The maximum kilowatt 
potential would be higher should Idaho Power Co. make this development. 

Fourth. This proposed Senate bill S. 1333 gives over half of the power to 
Idaho and preference customers. It is vitally important to Oregon that more 
power developments be constructed to furnish home and commercial power to 
Oregon for the natural progress of Oregon to help in national development. 


Rosert D. FrerRGuson. 






STATEMENT OF GILES L. FRENCH, Moro, Orga. 







SHERMAN CouNtTy JOURNAL, 
Moro, Oreg. 
To the SENATE INTERIOR SURCOM MITTEE, 
Washington, D. C. 
GENTLEMEN : In opposing the construction of the Hells Canyon Dam on the 
Snake River at the present time I do so for the following reasons: 
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Hells Canyon is a long ways from the area where the greatest amount of 

wer is used and needed in the Pacific Northwest and it would produce little 
power that could be used to lessen our shortage of power. 

9% The John Day Dam should be built first because it is on the main stem of 

e Columbia where it would have more water from which to generate power. 

3. The John Day Dam is closer to the centers where the main demand for 
power exists. 

$. Powerlines already exist within 20 to 25 miles of the John Day Dam that 
could carry the power to the ultimate users. This would obviate long powerlines 
hat are expensive and on which some power is necessarily lost. 

5. The John Day Dam will provide more power and cheaper power and is the 
cheapest source of power remaining in the Northwest. 

6. The John Day Dam will close the last gap in the Columbia for transportation 

and give slack water to Pasco, Wash., far into the interior of the Northwest. 
7. We in the Northwest have suffered greatly from a shortage of power and 
have suffered more from a surplus of power politics. Certainly the Federal 
Government cannot continue to differentiate between power users on a privately 
owned line and those on a publicly owned line. Neither can the Federal Gov- 
ernment long continue to refuse to permit private citizens or combinations of them 
to develop the streams in this area when done under proper supervision and with 
roper restrictions. 

8. This particular bill is undoubtedly the result of a deal made for political 
profit and is not concerned with orderly development of the best and most avail- 
ible power sites in the Northwest. 

Very truly, 
Gites L. FRENCH. 


STATEMENT OF JOHN GALLAGHER, JR., CORVALLIS, OR! 


CORVALLIS SAND & GRAVEL Co 
Corvallis, Oreg., April 5, 1955 
To United States Senate Interior Committee: 
We wish to go on record as supporting the private enterprise low-dam construc- 
tion of Hells Canyon project. 
The best interests of our people can best be served with a minimum of Goy 
ernment supervision in our private and business affairs. 
JOHN H. GALLAGHER, Jr., Manager. 


STATEMENT OF Mrs. JOHN H. GALLAGHER, CORVALLIS, OREG. 


I am opposed to the Federal building of the high Hells Gate Dam, because 
1. It destroys one of the West's great scenic spots. 
2. It appears to take away the irrigation water rights of the Idaho farmers of 
the vicinity. 
3. It will tax all the people of the Nation for a sectional advantage. 
+. The Government in competition with private business. 
» Government ownership does not pay back any investment; as long as Gov- 
rnment owns and operates a project more taxes are needed for operation. 
6. Under private ownership large taxes are paid into the Government treas- 
ies, interest is paid on private investments, adding wealth to the community. 
7. On privately owned projects there are Government regulations, on Govern- 
ment owned there are no restrictions. 
S. i believe the partnership plan as outlined by the Secretary of the Interior, 
» be most feasible, helpful, and much more American. 


STATEMENT OF Mrs. WILLIAM W. GRAHAM, CORVALLIS, OREG. 


Mr. Chairman, members of this committee, I am Mrs. William W. Graham, 
of Corvallis, Oreg. I wish to express my thanks for the opportunity given me to 
appear in this committee hearing and state my opposition to Senate bill No. 
1333, as submitted to the Senate of the United States on March 8, 1955, by 
Senators Wayne Morse, Richard Neuberger, and their cosigners: and commonly 
known as the Hells Canyon bill. 

First, may I state, that I am a housewife, unemployed, that I am not obligated 
to any company, firm, or organization in any way, but I welcome this opportunity 
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state my personal ews as a citizen of the United States, and a resident of 

I state ft Orege 

Yes. J av sn “as concerned citize one concerned with the future develop j 
nent of our area, and deep concerned over the efforts of those who are sup 

sed to be representing u but who according to my personal conviction are i 
ending every ¢ in| oO establish a pattern of Government ownership OL publi 

tie Po establist you please, a socialistic government in this land of 

il 

La there be misunderstanding of the se of the word “socialistic” let me quote 
f y dictionary : quot oclalistic, socialism: an economic theory or system 

f reconstruction of soci ty on the basis of cooperation of labor and the 
‘ j nity o! prope end Quote 

Let us go back for a moment to the beginning of our great Nation. A re 
public, with freedom of enter se as one of the basic principles. Freedom of 





ndustry to grow and freedom of the individual to aid in the growth and de 
















velopment of our ¢ lit 

[am not too 1 hi neerned about powel We are going to have power, that 
we know Vhethe the dal n question be high dams or low dais is net too 

ywortunt to me as a dividual] Whether we have 1 dam or 3 dums is imma 
terial at this t ‘ I f f li of that to the experts, and the Federal 
’ om mis f capable f a proper decision in the 
miaatte Nor am I concerned with hough history bas proven 
that private enterprise can meet Competitive prices, and still pay taxes 

[ am vitally « ( ed with the il ediate concern for additional power in 
t} Northwest it estimated that to keep pace with industry the powe1 


double in the 


ana 





avain 















oul Wester! + ( erhney nave I d lus it ill take over S3 bill on in power! 
plants for proper development of this area in the next 10 years I wonder if 
the plan of these Senator’s to commit our Federal Government to this full 











int? And can’t you just hear the rest of our vast country protest such 


Mr. N berg ha d that it is net the plan to have this bill pass both 
houses at this sessio Delay The bill as written contains no provision for 
funds More delay, and confusion 

Power is needed now Private enterprise is ready to do the work I have 





read that it will take an estimated 10 years to build the dam, or dams, under 
Federal control, as against 5 years for private capital. Our industries are now 
} ] 


DUVINg steam generated powel 









ir. Chairman, speaking 


this statement with me, 


myself, as a citizen, and for those who endorse 





y I urge that this committee recommend to the 
Federal Power Commission that we abide by the previously mentioned basic 
principle of our Government: the right of free enterprise; that we maintain 
free United States of America, that we defend the right of the private citizen 
to contribute to the growth and development of our country. 
May ! again say thank you for the privilege of appearing before this 


committee, 






Mrs. W. W. GRATIAM. 

Mrs. A. F. DE VOE. 

Mrs. C..N. LAtLas 

Mrs. G. L. Duvrutr. 

Mrs. EsreLte M. GALLAHER 
Mrs. Epwin T. BLAKELY. 

















STATEMENT OF GUy GRIFFITH, TIMBER, OREG., 










Timer, Orec., April 6, 1955. 


lo the Honorable Members of the Subcommittee of the Committee on 
Interior and Insular Affairs. 








GENTLEMEN : Some 37 years ago, I first came into the area where I now reside, 
and where I have worked for one company continuously in the transporting of 
lumber and logs almost exclusively. 

I am a director of a going electric cooperative, West Oregon Electric Coopera- 
tive, Inc., also a member and past official of two very conservative railroad labor 
organizations. I have seen one of the most beautiful and most valuable pieces 
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timber in the West taken off and at least half of it wantonly wasted, and a 
w stand of second growth started that is now being taken off uncontrolled 
th more waste than the first 

Within 1 hour, I can take you to at least 100 Douglas 


tir trees rangill 


_ Ail 
ngth from 150 to 250 feet and 244 to 5 feet at the butt that were never picked 
» and sawed because the grain was crooked, or they had small rotten places 
the center or were too knotty. Others were bucked into 4 or 5 cuts and 1 or 2 
the best cuts taken out. After 25 years and two major fires over this ground, 


tlemen, this evidence is still here, all because this was done uncontrolled 


Twenty-five years ago there were 5 saw mills with a capacity of from 100,000 
200,000 bourd-feet per day, running within a radius of 14 miles from this 
nt, employing some 4,000 men. Today there are none! All because 


mtrolled waste of this timber. 
What has it done to our rivers? 
Both the Nehalem and Salmonberry Rivers were two of the finest fishing 


enims in Oregon, where the Southern Pacific Railroad ran several spe 
hing trains each year bringing 200 to 300 fishermen each tri for we end 
hing. They are now only very small creeks with practically no fish in them, 
because of the uncontrolled waste of our national resource Phere are 
ousands upon thousands of acres of this land that has been turned back to 


State and the Federal Government and taken off our tax rolls, and left 
these fine streams without a watershed and has made this one of the worst 
eiraps in the West due to the debris left behind. There is very little of this 
ind that is now even good grazing land. I believe 1 percent a very high estimate. 
| believe Hells Canyon High Dam should be built by the Federal Government 
ecause it is the last big project of this kind left in the West today according 
the comprehensive development of the Columbia-Snake River Basins as 

tained in the Army Engineers Report No. 308 
\s the influx of population has increased at a phenomenal rate since World 
Var IJ, there must be jobs provided for these workers, low cost electric power 
| provide one of the major tools for the year round employment of these 





Kers 
Low cost electric energy will also mean the early development of our pho 
hate and bauxite deposits. Aliso other low grade ores which without it, if 
probably be another decade at least, before they are developed 
In my ewn community we had tried for over 30 years without cess. to get 
tric service from private companies, who were operating within 7 miles of 
s. In the fall of 1946, we contacted the West Oregon Electric Ceoperative, Ine 
nd in Octo’ er 1947, we received our first central station service At that time, 
ere were five bathrooms in the entire community. Now nearly every home has 


bathroom. Without the low-cost energy, the community would still have bee 
he same as in 1946 

\nother instance where 44 families are enjoying electric service in our coo, 
rative is the Wilark district. The private company was within 5 miles of them 
nd their line could have been built along the county road, but they would not 
erve them. Our cooperative built 6 miles across a mountain and they are now 
receiving central station service at rates they could afford to pay 

There have been many instances of this kind on our lines. Our farms have 
tripled their incomes where they are irrigating with electric pumps: all of these 
mprovements have been realized since our cooperative came into being in 1945. 

We are now serving over 2,200 electric consumers with 460 miles of line 

And in order to keep this low-cost service, Hells Canyon hig dam, gentlemen, 
ill be a major factor to its continued development and prosperity of our entire 
Northwest. 

Respectfully submitted. 

GUY GRIFFITH 


STATEMENT OF C, F. Hayes, DALLAS, OREG. 


This is a statement of personal views for inclusion in the record of the publie 
hearing April 6, 1955, before the Senate Committee on Interior and Insular Af- 
fairs at Portland, Oreg., concerning Senate bill 1333 

The question of the development of the Northwest is again before the people 
of the United States in the matter of the building of dams, both for water control 
and electric power. 


62506 55 A 26 
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Pacific Northwest has long felt the need of electric power for the develop 
of its natural resources, and invitations to industry in the area have bee 
ailed for this reason 
\t the present time, due to the lack of undeveloped power resources, ele 
ity is being developed by steam turbines of private companies to help carry 
» overload 
This can only be classed as an emergency and, with the crisis of our nationa 
fense, time would seem to be the element of consideration. 
the long procedure, and the uncertainty of Congress in the regular 
on, I as a citizen and taxpayer of the State of Oregon would 
anted to Idaho Power Co., to construct dams on the Snak« 


nt of electric power and water control. 


OF CHRIS HERSELHOLT, CASTLEFORD 


CASTLEFORD, April 2, 1955. 
INTERIOR COMMI 
-ENTLEMEN: [I am owner of a 106-acre farm with 91 shares Twin Falls South 
Side Canal stock, have farmed this place since March 1, 1920. 
We, the people, have already given the Idaho Power Co. too much of the 
Snake River now 
\s a nation we are losing a Hells Canyon Dam every 10 or 15 working days in 
nnemployment now. 
Never was in favor of doing anything 90 percent when 100 percent is possible 
I am definitely in favor of United States building the Hells Canyon Dam 
Respectfully. 
CHRIS HERSELHOLT. 


or Harry J. HoGan, PRESIDENT, Wasco Country 
HELLS CANYON ASSOCIATION 


I represent the Wasco County Hells Canyon Association. We respectfully 


rge the Members of both Houses of Congress to pass immediately Senate bill 
133, which would authorize the high Federal dam to be constructed at Hells 
Canyon. In its downstream benefits, construction of the high Federal dam 
will mean 436,000 kilowatts more per year than the low dams would allow. 
The Northwest is a power-shortage area. We need every possible kilowatt. 

We in The Dalles are particularly concerned that the maximum power be 
niade available for industrial development. One large company, Harvey Alumi- 
num Co., has indicated its interest in locating an aluminum plant in The Dalles. 
That company must be assured a firm power. The company’s contract with 
the Bonneville Power Administration gives it only 40,000 kilowatts of firm 
power. Firming up of an additional 80,000 kilowatt is desired by the company. 
We believe that authorization of the high Federal dam at Hells Canyon will be 
a material factor in the company’s decision to go ahead with construction of 
an aluminum plant at The Dalles. 


STATEMENT OF Mrs. FREDERICK Hoyer, CorVALLIS, OREG. 


CORVALLIS, OREG., April 5, 1955. 

I support the private enterprise three-dam development by the Idaho Power 
Co. because: 

1. It would use private risk capital, the American way of supplying money 
for more jobs for more people. 

2. We need more power and the Idaho Power could complete the job in less 
time—in fact less than 2 vears. The Federal dam would take from 8 to 10 
years and is contingent upon other dams being finished ahead of time (to make 
the Federal dam provide what is necessary for that region.) 

Idaho Power would provide dams at no cost to the taxpayer in Oregon. 

4. Investing the people’s private capital means support of the little fellow 
who thriftily saves his money to put it to work, thus providing jobs for his 
fellowmen. In no sense is this monopoly. Every individual who denies himself 
the luxury of spending all his salary on self in order to save and lend his 
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ney to produce more jobs for other people should be ent 
<tment. Today, in America, thousands of thrifty Any 
capital for private enterprise 


] 


Irrigation (reclamation of land) will be provided 
The Hells Canyon Federal project does 
rom the Federal dam for irrigation. 
We ao not wish more Government controls 
Idaho Power would sup] 1\ revenue for the Federal Government 
nh iam does not It appropriates money from the taxpayer 


ik ng the Oregon taxpayers’ bills higher.) We want Federal 


? ‘ 
lot 


erect 
The Federal dam is far too costly to the taxpaye) 


Mrs. Frepertck Hoy! 


STATEMENT OF Mrs, C. F, :, EUGENE, ORreEG 


Mr. Chair 
Canyon project. 
how | arrived at my opinion that Idaho Power should build its dams, 

First I looked for a rule, a law—a principle that would be a test for 
and all other problems of the same kind. I have found the one that I be 
what the Government should do 


permission, I shall be pleased to te 


is generally accepted as the guide as to 
vhat the people should do for themselves. At any rate, not only did it 
right to me, but I have read it as set forth by the Federal dam people 
call it the Hells Canyon principle. So let us use it as a measuring stick 
is Abraham Lincoln's statement to the effect that the object of governme 
» for the people what they cannot, or cannot do as well for themselves 

I iried to locate the statements in the controversy that are undenial 

Chen | asked myself, “How can you, a housewife, tell who can do 
if building a dam?’ The answer was easy ust find out how 


i st and how much power does it produce, 

Now to my first fact: Morrison and Knudson have made a firm bid to buil 
Idaho Vower’s three dams for $133 million. This is a fact, and one that I 
inderstand it simply means that the dams will cost Idaho Power no more 
and no less than $135 million. 

This next isn’t quite as definite, for an estimate cannot be as accurate as a 
bid Put let us not quibble about that Let us grant that the $356 million 
estimated as cost for the Federal dam is correct. Still the Federal dam will 
cost more than 2% times as much as Idaho's project. 

That answers “How much does it cost?” 

Now as to the output—there seem to be situations when one 
the dams will produce a bit more power than the other. But it is neg 
either way compared to the total. In other words, Idaho Power can produce 
the same amount of power at far lower cost. Or, to put it another way: The 
people can do it and they can do it better. 

Only a word on the need for power for everybody knows that we need 


or the other of 


and that we need it now. 
Morrisen and Knudson are ready to start. In 38 months (just over 3 
vy will have completed all the Idaho dams. 
Sot bv the enrtiest time the Federal dam can be built Idaho Power dat 
turned out $100 million worth of power—power that would e lost forey 
vait for the Government to do it 
have said to you: The principle involved is: Can the people do this for 
hey do it as well—and I have shown you that not only can 


trie Selves ‘an 1 
‘es. they can do it better—and as an added bonus, they 


they do it for themsel 
ean do it now. Thank you. 


STATEMENT oF D. IRVIN, KALAMA, WASH. 


THE KALAMA BULLETIN, 
Kalama, Wash., April 5, 1955. 


The IRRIGATION-RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 


this community along with others of the Columbia 


GENTLEMEN: Every year 
1948 our own 


River Valley are menaced by the threat of disastrous floods. In 
community suffered severe flood damage. I am confident that the construction 





industrial development 
Northwest where our i 
iustrial machates 


la, especially the socialism inferences, are not | 


basis for selling ¢ Is to an intelligent Cousumer-pubtic 


so, the “ce ‘rs of democracy are ving » force their ill-conceived think 


ipon a generation which is, by far, itelligent than the maestro-singe 


lies realize Many million * consumer dollars, some incorporated 
structure under false pretenses, are used in spreading the type of propa 
ich appears in our publications, television, and radio 


voice of the people, proven by the many thousands of names appearing 
i ‘avoring the multipurpose Hells Canyon Dam, has been heard 


re | Te 


States of America Revardless of what is said 
agonistic opponents and by the monopoly-minded private-powet 
‘acy always has been and will be nourished and encouraged by 
The opposition in many instances subsidizes some local business 
ad the gospel of the private-power monopolies. 
rporations are thankful for monetary favors doled out to 
them rding a certain businessman of a nearby city, a well-known petro- 
leum branch received a rebate on last year’s surchar 

Unless there was an overpayment on said electrical surcharge, why did private- 
power interests try to operate (under the excuse of an emergency) outside of 
the ruling granted to them by the office of the public utilities Commissioner? 
One could suppose that the percentage of surcharge could have been lowered 
at its inception had it not been ill-construed. 

Don't let anybody fool you about the myth that private monopolies pay taxes; 
they are subsidized tax collectors, Their taxes are incorporated into their rate 
structure. As a result the private boys harness you with high rates and with 
the so-called private utility taxes 

\ member of the Oregon State Tax Commission didn’t doubt that some private 
utilities keep two sets of bookkeeping records. It was said by this individual 
from the Oregon State Tax Commission that if the utilities pay 95 percent of 
the estimated taxes, that is fair enough. Imagine being allowed a possible 5 
percent leeway on millions of dollars worth of assets. 

Private power monopolies’ promises of fair-cost power surely had been contra- 
dictory on the COPCO purchase of the Klamath line from Bonneville. As soon 
as negotiations were completed COPCO applied to the office of the public utilities 
commissioner for a substantial increase. Your guess about the outcome is as 


good as mine. 
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roponents, members of our grassroots democracy 
to support this multipurpose project of Hells Canyon 
mposition, which has been “lushed” in on the magic 
tizens of the Pacific Northwest, should go out and 
Let the people use their God-given intelligence in deciding 
to the type of democracy founded by Thomas Jeffersor 
have vet to see or hear the pedagogue who has endeavored to 
through selfish, leech-like, parasitic lies and propaganda 
the facts of true democracy, and they will continue 
nt 


ns an I \ ( 0 


ent that is cherished by our mil 


AMATION SUBC 
ithe manager of Washington Ca 
» of Washington Nearly 1,000 grower-met 
, and berries to our 2 canneries in Vancouver and Yak 
a high dam should be built at Hells Canyon for the 
the high dam, with its nearly 4 million acre-feet of sto 
in comprehensive development The low dams 
-feet. ‘This 4-to-1 difference has a tremendous 
full development of the river 
gh dam will } roduce over 400,000 kilowatts of addition: 
m power projects by releasing water when the natu 
The power shortare we are experiencing right 
future if we proceed with a system of storage dams 


ted States engineers in their 308 Report 


uid be made clear that there are no adequate alternatives 
Hells Canyon is needed on the Snake, as is the Nez Perce project 


Daius are needed on the Clearwater to control the waters of that 
Hells Canyon is needed on the Snake, as is the Nez Perce proje 
rhe } to full and comprehensive development of the power potential of 
the Northwest is the construction of all of thes 
be a great mi 
forever the 


WASHIN( 
L. M. Jo 


STATEMENT OF WALTER A. JONES, VANCO! 
VANCOUVER, 
RIGATION AND RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE OF UNITED 
name is Walter A. Jones I have lived Jark Count 
‘SS 


My son and I operate a 100-acre farm in the pioneer district 

I have always been active in various farmer co-ops. I have served 
Clark County dairymen’s board of directors and was president fot 
and have always been interested in soil conservation. 

At the present I am president of the Pioneer Irrigation District 
the water from the Lewis River and pump it under pressure to our farm 

The low cost power is of the most importance to us, and to our entire jn 

I favor the high dam at Hells Canyon on the Snake River because I 
the complete development on the Columbia River 

Sincerely, 
Wal 
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aMA, WASH., Pr NTED 
NAGER 


APRIL 4, 1955 


anager of the port of 
a high dam for Hells 


reasons AS 


he ports properties causing 
damage to the port district and to the industri 
This flood caused untold d | 
- led f 3 
] a oth 
engineers that 
ff of the Columbii 
lan ye the 


these floods 


has been demonst 1) » public utility districts and the 

Administratior at pubiic agencies can build this dati 
ould amortize th n il and , in a given length of time, mean 
ving this area Ww : ‘lect gv. This area must have this 
nergy in orde ‘ industries a help offset the freight 


iaking our industries 


‘parts of « 


i ] i 
se in populati 


this ai 


. would help ou 
unity immea 
The Port of Kalama n ioners: wish to go on 1 | as supporting the 
nstruction of ¢ 
Yours very 
K ALAMA,. 
HENDRICKS¢ Vanag 


rERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS: 
jing on the Hells Canyon Dam 
tre? the American way 
el that our Governme should undertake any projects that wil 
cost as much as this, while private enterprise stands ready to do it. 
I feel that the judgment of the Federal Power Commission should be fol 
owed on this matter. 

+. Tam not in favor of one project subsidizing another. 

5. The attitude of Federal dam or nothing is ridiculous and retarding the prog 
ress that has built this great country. 

6. When our Government needs revenue from taxes so badly it seems ridiculous 
to me to squeeze out private enterprise which will be taxed from several angles 
in favor of a Government project that will not only be tax free but also ultimately 
take property off the tax roll which is now paying taxes. 

In conclusion, we built this great country on the free-enterprise way of lif 
and supported our Government through taxes. Let’s keep it that way. 


ALBERT M. KNAppP. 


} 
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rEMENT OF IVAN C. LAtTRD, PRESIDENT, Coos-CURRY ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, 
SrIrkUM, OREG 


My name is Ivan C, Laird; I am a farmer and live at Sitkum, Oreg. I am 
esident of the Coos-Curry Electric Cooperative, and authorized by the board of 
rectors to speak on behalf of the cooperative in favor of Federal Government 
thorization of multipurpose project at the Hells Canyon site on the Snake 
er. A resolution was passed at our annual meeting, by the 5,000 people I 
present, favoring the Hells Canyon Dam. 

Low cost electric power in abundance is the important key to an expanding 

onomy Expansion in power demands has always exceeded expectations in the 

ist. Industry spokesmen from Westinghouse, General Electric, the Paley Com 

ssion, and others expect 1 trillion kilowatt hours to be used annually by 1965, 

vy 10 short years from now. 

In the whole Northwest today we have something like 7 million kilowatts of 

nerating capacity. From these same sources the expectation for Northw 

e is some 100 million kilowatts of electric energy required in about 45 year 
is certainly going to take full development of all possible hydroelectric sites 
well as atomic powerplants and steam plants to meet these needs. 

As only the Federal Government can develop the hydroelectric site at Hells 
Canyon on the Snake River in such a manner to utilize the utmost potential of 

e site, and it seems to me entirely reasonable that Congress should waste no 

me in authorizing the Federal Government to build the dam there. There cet 

iinly is a unanimity of opinion in the Northwest that we need more power, so 

ere can be very little common sense in abandoning this site to interests which 
will not develop the site to the fullest and the Northwest will lose forever some 
{00,000 kilowatts annually from now on. 

You gentlemen need only to come down into our area to see the tremendous 
growth industrywise and in population that adequate electric power has wrought 
The State board of. health census map published in the Oregonian on Monday 

uary 38, 1954, shows Curry County increasing its population since 195¢ y Due 
wreent and Coos County increasing by 28.5 percent in the same period. 

In a single year from 1953 to 1954 our cooperative increased its killowatt-hou 
equirements by 50 percent from 30 million to 45 million. 

Should Congress fail to preserve the remaining hydroelectric sites in the North 
west for full development and in the 1960's when an acute shortage of powe 
uuses the switches to be pulled on industrial loads as well as consumer loads, 

ere can only result an economic stagnation which can gravely affect the we 

g of the United States. For this one reason alone there should be no hesita 
on in your minds in authorizing Federal development of Hells Canyon Dam 

Vhank you 


STATEMENT OF JAMES N. LAs 


GENTLEMEN: | am opposed to the proposed construction by the 
nment of a high dam at Hells Canyon for three principal! reas 
1. As a consumer, I want an adejuate supply of electricity. Ow 
rate profitably without it. This area is already dependent upon 
the bulk of its power needs, and, like every other area where 
nuient controls or dominates the supply, we are plague 
f power, brownouts, ete ! dont ant to 

endent on a supplier already proven so inefficient 
2. As a taxpayer, I ai against the high dam project. 

es as much for the Government to build 1 dam as it wil ra private group 
build 3. <A flagrant example of proposed waste of ti: avers’ money. ‘The 

igh dam, will consume taxes; the low dams produce tax revenue. Let’s quit 

pending tax money for things the people can supply for themselves. 

3. As a citizen who believes in the traditional American free-enterprise sy 
tem, I am against the socialization, communalization of the electric-power indus 
try, or any other industry. The “general welfare’ clause has been stretched 
clear out of sight by those who would do good to us. All they ask is our money 
and control over our lives. Eternal vigilance is the price of freedom. If we are 
not vigilant, our servants in Washington may soon become our masters. 

Respectfully, 
JAMES N. LAmMn. 
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STATEM ror BERNARD MAINWARING, SALEM, Ork¢ 
My name is Bernard Mainwaring I am editor-publisher of the Salem, Oreg., 
Capital Journal My interest in Hells Canyon stems from 27 years’ residence 
} vr to February 1953 in Baker County, Oreg., and Canyon County, Idaho, both 
ited along the Snake River above Hells Canyon 
As I see it there are two important questions, who should build this dam 


or dams, and whether one or three should be built 

Who should build? As the committee knows, the Government originally built 
rv irrigation, with power a byproduct, later for irrigation and flood con 
ittedly Government functions, along with powel 

At Hells Canyon a predominantly power dam is proposed, which will store no 
irrigation water, whose navigation and flood control features are relatively small. 
The committee has doubtless noted the strong opposition to this project, in con- 


trast with general agreement on other recent and proposed Northwest power 





Here the Government would invade a field formerly occupied by private enter 


prise Usually private capital has not been available and the alternative to 
Government construction was none But here a private Company is ready, in 
fact anxious to build. Here the Governinent would not supplement private in 
vestment It would displace it, would take the position that Government con 


ion is preferable to private 

Why do its advocates think so? Because it can sell power at a lower rate 
Why can it do this? Because it can charge part of the cost directly to the Fed 
eral Treasury for nonreimbursable items like flood control and navigation and 
hecause it will be tax exempt where the Idaho Power Co. pays more than 30 
percent of its gross income in taxes. If this dam should be built for this reason 
so should power dams everywhere {nd if power dams everywhere, so should 
other industrial projects, for tax-exempt projects can always undersell taxpay- 
] r« mpetitors 


This is the road to eventual socialization of everything, which is the princi- 


pal reason I oppose this project. It is so opposed and also supported because 
appears to be a turning point in Government policy. Its approval and con 


struction would be a most important precedent for socialization not only of the 
power industry but of all industry and commerce. 

I also believe the Federal project lacks economic feasibility. The engineer 
ing testimony before the Federal Power Commission indicated that the high 
dam project will cost nearly three times as much as the three low dams proposed 
by the Idaho Power Co. But the high dam will develop only a little more elec 


tric power, and much less in the next critical shortage of power decade because 
it take so much longer to authorize and build the high dam 
rhe cost of developing power is sure to be much higher if a high dam is built, 
regardless of who builds it if the Government should decide to develop this 
or of the Snake River T am sure low dams will prove much more feasibl 


The small amount of additional power the high dam would provide can be 
secured much more economically through a steam plant. 

lo summarize, if the Government has more money for power development in 
the Northwest, which we who live here hope it has, why not spend it on more 
feasible projects for which there is general support instead of building a costly, 
unfeasible high dam project in Hells Canyon in order to keep a taxpaying 
power company from building a feasible one? 


I 








1 > 


STATEMENT OF W. B. MARSHALL, SPRINGFIELD, OREG. 








CHAIRMAN OF THE SUBCOMMITTEF, INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS. 


Dear Str: This statement is given to vou in reference to the Hells Canyon 
hearing being held in Portland, Oreg., on April 6, 1955. 

I am opposed to the Hells Canyon project as private interests are willing to 
build dams in the same general area for hydroelectric power. The Hells Canyon 
project has been turned down by Congress twice and in my area the Government 
has already authorized two projects which will produce hydroelectric power and 
also increase irrigation in the area and also flood control. The two projects are 
known as Green Peter and Cougar. 

These two projects will do a lot of good toward helping our local situation, 
and I feel that all three projects will take so much more time, due to lack of 
funds. ; 
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As long as private enterprise is willing to build the dams on the Snake River, 
they should be allowed to do so. They have the funds and are willing to spend 
them 
As time is of the essence, there is no doubt in my mind that private enterprise 
will do it in considerably less time 
W. B. MarsHALI 


STATEMENT OF Bop MAvuUtTz, VANCOUVER, WASH 


COLUMBIA FARMERS SUPPLY ASSOCIATION, 


| ancourver, i asi 


IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE. 
GENTLEMEN: My name is Bob Mautz lam a manazer of a farmers coopera 
ive in Clark County, Wash i am vitally interested in the development of the 
Hells Canyon Dam onthe Snake River for the following reasons 
1. Large beds of high-analysis phosphate will be made available to the agri 
iltural industry in the Northwest if and when inexpensive electrical energy is 


nade available in the Idaho area 

Farmers of the Northwest are in urgent need of cheaper phosphates, since 
most of the phosphates coming into Clark County coine from great distances, 
nd freight is a big factor in the ultimate price. 

Farmers in the Northwest, through Pacific Supply Cooperative and other 

anizations, own the controlling interest in these phosphate beds, and are 
therefore very much interested in seeing the compietion of this dam. 

Living as we do on the banks of the Columbia River, we have seen for 
many years great damage done to pastures and to soil through erosion by the 
fioodwaters of the Columbia Many acres of very valuable land bordering the 
Columbia have been abandoned because of floodwater damage 

It is my belief that by the construction of the Hells Canyon Dam, much of this 
floodwater could be controlled. 

Although we live in an area drenched with rain through the fall and 
winter seasons of the year, we find that in the summer months crops in this 
area suffer from lack of moisture. Irrigation then, is becoming of vital 

portance to the agricultural interests of this area 

Through control of water from the Columbia and the abundance of electrical 
energy, it would be possible for farmers to unite in irrigation cooperatives and 
ipply the much-needed water to their dry fields 

I believe that these things will be made possible through the construction of 
the high dam in Hells Canyon on the Snake River 

i would like to thank you for this opportunity to express my views 

Sincerely yours, 
COLUMBIA FARMERS SUPPLY ASSOCIATION, 


son Maurz, Manager. 


STATEMENT OF ROBERT Mix, CorvALyis, Oret 


CORVALLIS, OREG 
Unirep STATES SENATE COMMITTEE CoNDUCTING HEARING ON SENATER MorSE’S 
Britt To ErasiisnH A HELLS CANYON Dam: 

I am opposed to Senator Morse’s bill as I feel the Federal Government should 
not finance undertakings capable of being financed by private business. Where 
substantially the same result can be obtained I feel the matter should be left 
to responsible private parties. 

Yours very truly, 


STATEMENT OF Mrs. Kay Mok, EUGENE, Orn. 


EUGENE, OneG., April 6, 1955 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I have asked to come before 
you as a taxpayer and one of the many citizens of the State of Oregon who are 
vitally concerned with our future growth. An increase in power production 
in the Northwest is vital in the immediate future to assure our growth and ex- 
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pansion. Then why are our Senators not using cominon sense? The fae ca 
not be denied. Why should our Government spend in excess of S5OO million of 
ir money to build a dam and generating plant when Idaho Power Co. has asked 
permission to do appreciably the same thing at no cost to us, the taxpayers? 
Not only that but the private power company would pay to the various taxing 
agencies nearly 510 million in taxes annualls We need the power now. and i 
s estimated the Government project would take at least S years to inplete, 
while Idaho Power Co. would be producing full speed in 3% vears Phink of 
itlemen, $500 million out of our pockets and vears waiting for power we 
need now, or $10 million a year richer in taxes and power witl » years I feel 
Senate bill 1333 should be recognized for what it is, pure politics, and as such 


be dropped immediately, and that instead the Federal Power Commission be left 
to make the clear, impartial decision it is einpowered to make 
Thank you. 


Mrs. Kay Mor. 


I have read the above statement and am in full agreement with the facts set 





i il 
S. M. Seven, 935 18th Avenue West, E 
Hilyvard Street, Eugene, Oreg., H. L. 
gene, Oreg.; D. A. Sewart, 1700 
Ryle E. Porter, 3305 Virginia Street, Springfi 
L. Fox, Jr., Post Office Box 127. Blue River, 
Bugene, Oreg.: R. J. Hudson, Eugei Ore 
field, Oreg. 
STATEMENT OF STUART Morr, ForEST COUNSEL, WESTERN FORESTRY AND CONSERVA- 


i110 ASSOCIATION, PORTLAND, On! 


Mir. Chairman and members of the committee, my name is Stuart Moir. I am 
a forester and forest counsel for the Western Forestry and Conservation Asso 
ciation, a western organization which represents all branches of the forest indus 
tries and forest-land owners, with headquarters at Portland, Oreg. 

The Western Forestry and Conservation Association, the forest industries, 
and the forest-land owners of the West have a deep interest in the proper de- 
velopment, in an orderly way, of the resources of the West, a development based 
on sound economic principles of the water and power resources, as well as all 
other natural resources. We appreciate this opportunity to appear before this 
committee and to state our position with respect to S. 18258 
build a dam at Hells Canyon on the Snake River 

During the association’s 46 vears of existence, it has been a stanch advocate 
ind supporter of prograins to develop the natural resources of the West and to 

ieve this objective through cooperative effort by bringing private, State, and 





Which proposes to 


vovernmental forces together. The association has pioneered in many conser 
vation movements, so that the resources might be developed in an orderly mat 
ner. It believes that only by such orderly development of the resources can 


new industries be introduced into the region and be expected to prosper and 
thus to build thriving communities with a sustained future. 

The forest future cannot be obtained without giving thought and considera- 
tion to the other natural resources, and of these water holds the foremost place. 
This subject has been resolved upon repeatedly by western forestry conferences. 
We believe that the best program for the development of natural resources will 
not result from exclusive dependence on Federal bureaucracy. Sound develop- 
ment must be based upon cooperation between private citizens, communities, 
States, and the Federal Government. 

The interdependence of forests and water has been frequently stressed, and 
the intelligent use of forest lands and watersheds has been deemed essential to 
the economic well-being of our western region. 

The forest industries are gravely concerned over the desire of some Federal 
agencies to control water and power, and in this way controlling by bureau- 
cratic edict the economic destinies of the West in which we are living. The 
forest industries may some day find themselves subjected to allocations of water 
by dictatorial bureaus and realize altogether too late that it is impossible to 
alter the allocation, and consequently the expansion of industry is blocked. 

The continued acquisition of land by Federal agencies results in a great in 
crease in the Federal estate and a corresponding decrease in private, taxpaying 
ands. To administer these lands, Federal agencies demand greater appropria- 
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tions: While on the other hand, local tax revenues are heing reduced. The 
nd taxation angles must be carefuily weighed for projects such as this Pub 
expenditures, unless carefuliy guarded, can become exorbitunt, raising 1! 
ix bill to such a burdensome degree that private forest owing will be dis 
raged and prohibit the investment in forest enterprises. Under private 


gement and free enterprise wealth is created to help carry the heavy burden 
f Government expenditures entailed by the high cost of construction of public 
ks undertaken by the Government. 

The association has long urged the establishment of an American water policy, 
which would permit a maximum of initiative and action by private enterprise, 
thereby benefiting the entire Nation. As applies to the West, it will aid in the 
sound economic development of the region and enable it to grow and prosper 
Along with this, however, State water laws should remain supreme with the 
rights, interests, and responsibilities of the cooperating agencies clearly detined 
nd giving each its rightful voice. It is in the light of this latter statement 
that the association endorsed the proposals for a Columbia Interstate compact, 
whereby machinery would be set up for resolving regional contlicts and would 
permit the orderly development of land and water resources of the Columb 
Basin at the local level and a coordinated approach to the solution of develop 
ment problems within the basin. 

rhe association urges the speeding up of power development of the Columbia 
River and its tributaries. It is imperative that adequate power reserves be 
uilt to induce new industries to settle in the region and help to develop the 
Northwest. 

Dam projects fall into two general categories: (1) Multipurpose projects, con 
structed to serve flood control, irrigation, navigation, as well as to generate 
power; and (2) dams primarily constructed for power generation 

In the case of multipurpose dams, it is recognized that the Federal Govern 
ment does have a peculiar interest, such as presented by problems of flood control 

id navigation. However, these projects should be developed on a partnership 
basis among local and State agencies, both private and public, together with the 
Federal Government. Financing such multipurpose projects should be on a 
partnership basis of non-Federal financing of power development and Federal 
financing of nonreimbursable features, such as flood control. 

In the case of dams constructed primarily for power generation, such projects 
should be undertaken by private agencies under State and Federal laws and 
regulations, 





The association has been active throughout its life in sponsoring legislation 
to implement the development and use of natural resources in the west. 
contends that this development should be done under a partnership program, 
permitting a maximum of initiative and action by private enterprise. Western 
srowth, to be economically sound, must be predicated upon the maximum util 
zation of private and industry resources and know how, cooperating with State 
ind Federal agencies: this cooperation to be carried out through accredited 
machinery, giving each agency its rightful voice and with full respect for the 
established State laws and water codes. The West is not yet prepared to «ac 
quiesce in becoming a colony of Washington bureaucracy; nor de we expect 
the rest of the Nation to help pay our energy bills through subsidy. 

The cost and taxation angles must be carefully weighed. Privately owned 
forests pay taxes. Consideration must be given to tax revenues lost to local 
governments by Federal land ownership and Federal projects. 


+ 
t 


In light of this expressed policy, we are opposed to the passage of Senate 
bill No. 1333. 

The Federal Power Commission has had under consideration for many months 
the application of the Idaho Power Co. to construct generating facilities on the 
Snake River, and the Federal Power Commission is the best qualified agency to 
determine the merits of the company’s application. 

S. 1333 and similar legislation throws a roadblock into the orderly progress 
and development of western industries. It needlessly delays the development 
of electric energy which all agree upon is vital to the region’s progress. The 
bill proposes the construction, operation, and maintenance of a project that is 
uneconomic, and the cost of power generated would be more than two and one 
half times that of the power company. This excessive cost would result from 
Federal monopoly in contrast to the costs under private utility operation under 
established Federal and State regulation. We are convinced that S. 1333 is 
most definitely contrary to sound financial and engineering judgment and not 
“the most beneficial to the people of the West and the Nation.” 
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We respectfully urge this committee to give consideration to the ability and 
responsibilities of the Federal Power Commission and to the petitions of 
States in this matter, and that the final decision be based on facts and in a 
statesmanlike way 

The Western Forestry and Conservation Association thanks this committee 
for the opportunity to expres ts opposition to Senator Morse’s 8S. 1 i 
urges that the bill be ‘ woved by the Senate Committee on Interio 
Insular Affairs 

: A. Moores 


My name is Chester A. Moores 
[ama past president of the Oregon Association of Real Estate Boards, a char- 
ter member of the national organization known as the Society of Industrial Real- 
tors and a resident of Portland, Oreg. I am appearing for myself and not ou 
behalf of the Oregon Real Estate Association or the SIR 
However, the views I express are drawn from my Observations as an officer of 
irious realty organizations and from 35 years’ experience in locating many 
industries in the Portland area. 
m sure that it is obvious to this committee that realtors generally 
dustrial realtors especially have a real responsibility in striving to attr 
business and new industry to Oregon. Normally this would be a reward 
% too difficult task in view of the enormous vitality and rapid growth 
a since the wat Unfortunately, we are discovering that industrials a1 
al give serious consideration to this area because they do not 
ey can obtain the same assurance of ample supply of power and future 
at they can obtain from other areas, even other areas in the West. 
consequence, realtors have become extremely conscious of the 
neasures be taken to furnish this area the same assurance of reé 
te power supply in the future as do the industrial areas with 
ipete for industrials. To my mind the most important question 
whether passage of the bill being considered by your committee wou 
not contribute to a solution of that problem. 
In this area we have always supported Federal construction of }y 
projer We are grateful to the Federa) Government for the investment 
made in this area. We hope that it will continue. We are, however, unable 
believe that it would serve the best interest of this area for the Federal Gove 
nt to prevent investinent in hydroelectric projects by local utilities that hav 
the responsibility of assuring adequate power supply 
There is sometimes a misapprehension of what industry generally look 
terms of power. I am sure that many citizens in this area believe tliat 
fer the cheapest possible power in order to attract industry. While 
must be interested im keeping our power rates reasonably low, the 
of industrial establishments are much more concerned with the assurance of 


f 


manent, reliable source of power, and do not necessarily seek the cheapest possi 
ble power. 

This committee must realize that industrial establishments normally look to 
the utility industry to provide all of the power that they will need and that these 
establishments are reluctant to rely for future requirements of power upon polit- 
ical decisions of Congress. Therefore, while we welcome Federal construction 
n the area, we view with dismay measures taken by those who would prevent 
hydroelectric projects. 

There seems to be a sharp and no doubt sincere difference of opinion as to 

hether the Idaho Power Co. proposal is superior or inferior to the Federal 
proposal. Some uphold the so-called 308 report as the final and authoritative 
document on which to judge good and bad river development, while others con 
tend that the Army Corps of Engineers which wrote that report has never con 
sidered the document as final and that this same Corps of Engineers, under au 
thorization of a Democratic Congress, modified its own 308 report specifically 
With respect to the desirability of the Federal dam. 

As a layman watching the proceedings from the sidelines I confess that I can 
reach no final judgment as to which of these conflicting claims is correct. But 
lam at a loss to understand why the Federal Power Commission is not regarded 
with sufficient confidence to determine these complicated problems, and it seems 
to me that the course of good government and of sensible responsibility to the 
interests of the State of Oregon would be to permit that Commission to reach 
its decision unhampered by outside interference. 


rivate construction of good 
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the 


rthermore, I believe it would be unwise to create the impression that 

ties operating in this area are not to be permitted to discharge their respor 
ility to provide adequate power supply and that, therefore, industry coming 
to this area must forever in the future be dependent for expansion upon the 


will of Congress, subject to change and bickering from one election to 


rhose engaged in industry well know that if their business destiny is to b 
tossed about in the arena of partisan politics, any substantial investment on the 
virt might be subject to unpredictable risks and uncertainties, if not indeed in 
ved in constant turmoil Nor have these industrialists ever doubted the wis 
doin expressed in the general Epistle of James 3:16, “For where envying and 
strife is, there is confusion and every evil work.” 
I know of nothing that would indicate that Congress is willing to undertake 
the total responsibility for assuring power supply in the area. To my mind 
would be objectionable if it would jut if Congress does not permit utilitic 
develop sound low-cost projects which they themselves can build with the 
own resources and which the Federal Power Commission will find under the act 
be good plans for the development of the river, then Congress must be pre 
mred to take over the responsibility for this area Some authorities 


that this would require 10 billion dollars in the next 10 vears 
Phe above are the reasons why I consider that this bill presents a straight ch: 
y o the pub ic-versus-private-p Yr issue, and are also the reasons wh 
mvinceed that the interest of the people of Oregon and its future dey 
quire that the bill under study be defeated 
o thank this committee for its graciousness in giving me 


ersonal views on the important matter you have unde 


\TEMENT ¢ 1FOR SOY] v DEPEND! 


{sa private citizen, 1 do not believe in public ownership of utilitic 
isiness in competition with private enterprise. The Government is intended 
aid, and help govern private enterprise, but not compete with it 
ownership and operation of any business is socialism and this scourge 
pped before it envelopes more and more private business. What is 
from being manipulated to include oil, timber, minerals or any othe! 
h could be termed “The People’s” ? 
gon taxpaver, I cannot see why two legislators from our State are so 
pend Oregon tax money on a project which private capital is willing 
uild. TIT: the Goverom nt were to build this dam, Oregon would receive very 
ttle benefir. 
Power is a critical item in the Northwest, and every effort should be made to 
develop it. Therefore, why are scme obstructionists blocking private companies 
u developing other Cams throughout the State of Oregon’? 

I feel, therefore, it would be ery poor judement to favor Government con 
truction of this dam which ¢: ve huilt far more cheaply in cost, produce as n h 
ower, and many years so ‘by private enterprise 

GEORGE NOYES 


ALBERT OST, RIDGEFIELD, WASH 


RipseFieLD, WasH., April 5, 1955 
he Irrigation and Rec’amation Subcommittee of the Senate: 

[am a dairy farmer in (ark County, Wash., just north of the city of Port 
Qreg. I make my entire living from this farm. My farm’s operations success 

ery closely tied to the low-cost public power 

Our farms of today in the Northwest must use electricity wherever possible 
to cut operating expenses, as our farms are smaller in size In order to meet 
this challenge, we must have low-cost power, to make an efficient operation of 
our farms. 

We must have the high dam at Hells Canyon built so that we may continue 
to have low-cost power to irrigate our farms, to increase production so that we 
inay compete with the large farms in other States. 

We must have the high dam at Hells Canyon to bring in new industry, as 
industry creates employment, and we need these people to sell our produce to, 
for we have a disadvantage to sell to other markets due to higher freight rates. 


ALBERT OBST. 





ANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 


Lacy M. Propies, Loneview, Wasu 


LONGVIEW, WASH., April 4, 1955. 


IRRIGATION-RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE UNITED STATES SENATI 
OR AFFAIRS COM MITTEI 


My name is Lacy M. Peoples. I live at 2688 Ocean Beach, Long- 
T 


f am commercial manager of the Cowlitz County PUD. I have 


business since 1922. I own my own home. We have two 
and a son Our son is now serving your country as a 
oree 


the utility business, I am interested in the production of 


c¢ power and think we should make use of all downstream benefits 
possible However, I think we lose sight of the fact that the energy of falling 
water is a natural resource and we wrangle and argue while this energy 
continues to go to waste. I don’t think it requires much judgment to realize 
that not to build the high dam is folly. I do realize that it requires the wisdom 
a Solomon to determine from the volume of evidence just what the people want. 
l a great majority of us want our natural resources used to their best 
The low dams will prevent needed flood control. 
you, from the standpoint of efficient use of energy from falling water, 
also flood control, to construct the high dam at Hells Canyon. 
ery truly yours, 
Lacy M. PErop.es. 


ATEMENT OF FRITZ PETZOLD 


Statement by Fritz Petzold, Lane County farmer, with regard to S. 1383, to be 
filed with the hbcommittee of the United States Senate Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs, Portland, Oreg., April 6, 1955, 

Mr. Chairman, I am a Lane County farmer and am on the board of directors 
of the Lane County Electric Cooperative. In the testimony of others has 
appeared or will appear the very important points as to the vital connection 
between the building of the Hells Canyon Dam and the continuance of low-cost 
power for farmers. 

I have only one observation to make here today, one which I doubt that anyone 

se will make. It concerns the absence of a witness who ought to be here 


His name is Herbert Lundy He is an editor of the Oregonian. H poke to the 
Oregon Rural Electric Association last fall. He told us that the partnership 
proposals should be tested by two criteria: First, do they preserve regional 
development of power? Second, will they produce low cost power? 

The Oregonian has printed many editorials on the subject of power develop 
ment in the Northwest, most of them probably written by Mr. Lundy. The 
Oregonian favors regional development of our power resources. It does not 
favor partnerships. 

in my opinion, having heard Mr. Lundy speak at some length last fall and 
having followed the editorials on power in the Oregonian I think it may be said 
that the Oregonian favors the building of the high dam at Hells Canyon as 
proposed in S. 1333. 

If this committee asked Mr. Lundy, I feel certain that he would aline himself 
with our side favoring the immediate passage of the Hells Canyon bill. I believe 
he has a duty and the Oregonian has a duty to face up to the logical conclusion 
of their position on full development of the Northwest’s power resources. 

Power policy is complicated and the Oregonian is our largest newspaper in 
Oregon. The benefits of the Bonneville program have been large. Now that they 
are threatened, the Oregonian as a responsible and informed newspaper, has 
an obligation to speak up, whether or not speaking up means criticizing officials 
it has previously supported politically. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Fritz PETZoLp. 


> 


STATEMENT OF R. B. Poprr1no, ESTACADA 


Gentlemen, I am R. B. Poppino of Estacada, director of Sandy Electric Co-O}), 
serving some 3,000 people through about 800 consumer connections, over 200 miles 
of line. 
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We are located in the foothills and mountains just east 
to TO miles. Many of our lines do not follow the roa 
cost of construction and maintenance is grea 
‘ver be serviced by a private utility. 


t 


sare AS 7) for 200 kilowatt hours 
i the high Hells Canyon dam beca 

it to be very necessary for that 

an engineer, and cannot tell you how 


But I do know that the top of a tunnel is n 


NT OF CHARLES O. Porter, EUGENE, OREG 


law in kugene. I was born and raised in Oregen. 
emocratic nominee for Congress in the Fourth Cor 


district includes the southern two-thirds of Oregon west of the s 
‘ 


f the Cascades. Lam president of the Lane County Hells Canyon Assoc 


My part of Oregon depends heavily on the lumber industry Our tres 
vy diminishing in number. We need industries and low cost powe1 


| 
t them. 

Canvon Dam means low cost power Low cost power means ne 

lustries. New industries means jobs for our greatly increased and increasing 
population 

fhe “partnership” dam proposals, namely, Cougar Dam and Green Veter D 

re concerned with peaking, not firm, power, as is the Beaver Marsh Dat 

ch the Engene Water and Electric Board plans to build on the McKenzie 


River Power for peak loads will not attract industry. 


Moreover, such power will not be low cost power such as will be ava 

m the Federal power grid once Hells Canyon Dam begins to contribute and 
heen averaged in with other dams in the system. 

The Cougar and Green Peter Dams are not alternatives to Hells Canyon Dam 
n terms of the needs of this part of Oregon. Their peaking power will be high 
cost power, how high no one can now know because the formula for allocation 
is uncertain in the bills providing for the power facilities. 

BPA’s 1954 annual report shows that power will pay 70 percent of the cost 
if the Detroit and Big Cliff project, which means only 30 percent will be charged 
to flood control Presumably the same allocation will be made for Lookout 
Point and Dexter Dams on the Willamette River. 

But, please note, the Eugene Water and Electric Board at the Cougar Dam 
expects to reverse the proportion and pay only 80 percent for the power facilities 
and charge 70 percent to the taxpayers of the Nation for flood control. Ther 
s reason to believe that the Greea Peter Dam, with Pacific Power & Light Co 

the partner, would have the same deal, 

question to he asked is whether this formula is to apply at John Day, 
Monntain Sheep, Bruce Eddy, Pleasant Calley, and Pennycliff if later the private 
ities ask to be partners in the then established manner. 

The Engene Water and Electric Board has a record of opposition to new in 

stry in its area. It forced the University of Oregon to build its own steam 
plant because the board would not establish an industrial rate nor would it 
wheel Bonneviile’ power. The board apparently is not interested in firm, low cos 
power, It regards Engene as a residential and retail town. 

In my race for Congress last year I stressed my advocacy of full development 
of the Snake River as a public resource for the benefit of all the people. 
believe this was the single most important issue in the campaign. My opponent 
avoided taking a stand. He won reelection, it is true, but by a narrower margil! 
(6 percent) than ever before even though I was a newcomer in politics and he a 
veteran, 

In my opinion the 55,775 men and women who voted for me were in large part 
voting for Federal construction of the Hells Canyon Dam, 

These grassroots hearings are well conceived. I congratulate Senator Ande) 
son and his colleagues for making them possible. The same sort of local hearin 
should be held for the Cougar and Green Peter partnership bills, instead of 
hearings in Washington on the flood control aspect of these proposals. No one 
questions the flood control provisions in these bills but a good many have reason 
to doubt the partnership provisions and desire to see if they can survive closer 
examination. 
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Hells Canyon, with its firm, low cost power, as a part of the integrated 
regional development of our power resources, means a thriving economy for the 
Northwest and in particular for southwestern Oregon where it is high time we 
began to develop industries apart from our forests. 


STATEMENT OF PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC Co., SUBMITTED BY CLARENCE O 
PHILLIPS, ATTORNEY 


Portland General Electric Co. respectfully offers the following statement in 


connection with the proposed legislation. 

Portland General Electric Co. is the pioneer of electric generation and trans 
mission in the Pacific Northwest. It is owned by thousands of stockholders, mos 
of whom reside in the West. It is incorporated in Oregon, managed by Ore 
gonians, and serves only in Oregon 

Portland General Electric Co. has always followed a policy of serving its 
customers at the lowest possible rates and encovraged the maximum use of 
electric service including use in rural areas. At the present time the average 
cost to the customer of Portland General Electric Co. per kilowatt-hour for 
residential and rural use is 1.19 cents per kilowatt-hour. This is less than half 
the national average of cost per kilowatt-hour. The average use by residential 
and rural customers on the Portland General Electric Co. system is 7,030 kilo- 
watt-hours per year which is approximately 2% times the national average of 
such se In the rural areas served Dy Portland General Electric Co. the 
saturation is 99 plus percent which we believe is among the highest in the 
Nation 


Portland General Electric Co. operotes in the production, distribution, and 
sale of electric energy in the Pacific Northwest as a member of the northwest 
power pool, which is an informal operating arrangement in which public bodies, 
cooperatives, the Federal Government, and private utilities coordinate to make 
the best possible use of all available resources for the production, generation, 
and transmission of electric energy. 

The service area of the Portland General Electric Co. is situated in the 
lower Willamette Valley and includes the city of Portland. In this service area 
there is concentrated approximately one-half of the population of Oregon. 
Portland General Electric Co. serves approximately 226,000 customers, of which 
199,000 are rural and domestic customers. 

Through the years, commencing with the construction of the Bonneville 
project, Portland General Electric Co. has lent its encouragement and support 
to the construction of power projects in the area, whether they be constructed 
by the Federal Government or by public or private distributing agencies. 

The Portland General Electric Co., at its own expense and many times, has 
urged upon Congress the Federal developments in the area. This concept of 
approach to the problem still persists and Portland General Electric Co. pri- 
marily favors any new production of electric energy in the area to take care of 
the estimated growing needs. 

It is our belief that local public bodies and local distributing agencies should 
be encouraged and urged to construct or participate in the construction of 
hydroelectric projects in the region and thereby relieve the Federal Treasury 
and the taxpayers from such expense. We firmly believe it is better for the 
people of the area to have participation in local developments than to have such 
developments owned, managed, and operated by a central government situated 
on the other side of the continent. . 

This area is enjoying a phenomenal growth of population. Between 1940 and 
1950, Oregon and Washington had a population increase of about 40 percent, 
end is still growing rapidly. 

It is estimated that the annual growth in this area will require approximately 
6.62 percent annual increase of new generation to take care of the estimated 
loads in the next several years. It is estimated that by 1969 a total aggregate 
of 11,600,000 additional kilowatts of electric energy will be required in this area. 
Of this, plants now under construction will supply 3,900,000 kilowatts. In view 
of this estimated shortage and the time required for the construction of such 
facilities, it is imperative that projects be constructed in the area which can 
produce electric energy at the earliest possible time, and preferably at the least 
possible cost. 
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The time for the completion of such projects is a matter of vital importance to 
the community and such projects as could be constructed with the greatest ex 
pedition should certainly be a vital factor in determining the feasibility thereof 

The legislative proposal in S. 1335 appears to be a project which would conflict 
with the proposed projects of the Idaho Power Co., the feasibility of which is 
now a matter of determination for the Federal Power Commission upon which 
the Commission has had very extensive hearings and which is now awaiting 
decision. 

The Federal Power Commission is a creature of the Congress of the United 
States, and is adequately staffed with engineers, rate experts, and analysts, and 
enjoys the full confidence of the people. The Federal Power Commission appears 
to have followed the practice of carrying out the policies as set forth in the 
United States Army 308 Report, otherwise known as House Document No. 531 
of the Slst Congress. This coordination would enable the best and highest 
possible use to be made of water in the Columbia Basin, and particularly to 
the best interests of generating facilities on the lower Snake and Columbia 
Rivers. 

By reason of the applications of Idaho Power Co., the comprehensive develop 
ment of the Snake River is now before the Federal Power Commission, which 
as creature of Congress, will determine the feasibility of the respective projects, 
and would require operation of the project in such a manner as to protect 
irrigation, navigation, flood control, preservation of fish and wildlife, require a 
comprehensive development of the river and also require by license, that the 
facility be integrated hydraulically and electrically, with other projects in the 
lower Snake River and lower Columbia River. We therefore feel that it would 
be inconsistent on the part of Congress at this time to ignore the authority 
which the Congress has already vested in the Federal Power Commission to use 
its expert facilities to determine the feasibility of one project over another. 

We also feel that any power development should be for the benefit of the 
people. We note in the proposed legislation that the preference clauses in favor 
of public bodies are provided for in the act by reference to the Bonneville project 
act of 1987. It is also noted that the reservation of 500,000 kilowatts of power 
attributable to the proposed Hells Canyon project is reserved for use in the 
central and upper Snake River Basin. The central and upper Snake River 
Basin as defined in 8. 1333 would only include a very small portion of eastern 
Oregon lying adjacent to the Snake River, and of slight advantage to the whole 
State of Oregon. 

We respectfully call the committee’s attention to the fact that the State of 
Oregon is not only deficient in its available power resources, but by reason of the 
preference clauses in the Bonneville Project Act it is deprived of the right to 
procure its fair portion of electric energy generated by the Federal Government 
projects. 

Portland General Electric Co., on behalf of its many customers and on behalf 
of the people of Oregon, prefers legislation which would be for the benefit of 
all of the consumers of electric energy and pemit such consumers to determine in 
their own localities as to whether or not they desire distribution by public 
agencies or private agencies. 

Ve favor a form of development of electric energy which will require the 
least use of the taxpayers’ money, which will produce power in the shortest 
possible time, at the lowest possible cost, and for the benefit of all the people 
without discrimination or preference. 

We respectfully suggest that Congress should postpone any action upon the 
proposed S. 1333 until such time as the Federal Power Commission has de- 
termined the feasibility of projects on the Snake River now pending before that 
highly qualified body. 


STATEMENT OF CHAUNCEY PRICE, CARSON, WASH. 


CARSON, WASH., April 6, 1955. 
To the Committee: 
In considering the testimony and general statements, I desire to call your 
attention to the effect of geography on some of the opinions expressed. 
For instance, the city of Eugene is located in the upper Willamette Valley 
where the McKenzie River and the forks of the Willamette are nearby. 


62506—55—A- 27 
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They, no doubt, have hopes of securing very favorable deals on the so-called 
partnership basis whereby the Government will in effect build the dam fo 
flood-control purposes and enable them to install generators under unusually 
favorable terms. 

I see no reason why this fact should cause them to oppose the integrated 
development of the main stems of the Columbia and Snake Rivers, but they 
may feel it is the politically expedient stand for them to take. 

I am first, last, and always in favor of big dams built by the Government on 
the Columbia and Snake Rivers 


CHAUNCEY PRICE. 


STATEMENT OF HOWARD PURCELL, PRESIDENT AND MANAGER, THE TREGO DitcH Co. 


APRIL 2, 1955. 
Re Hells Canyon hearing in Boise, Idaho, April 4, 1955. 
Hon. JAMES E. Murray, 
United States Senator and Chairman, Senate Interior 
and Insular Affairs Committee, Boise, Idaho. 

DEAR SENATOR: The directors of the Trego Ditch Co., owning irrigation water 
rights in the Snake River, with storage rights in the Palisades and American 
Falls Reservoirs, and irrigating about 2,000 acres of farming lands in Bingham 
County, Idaho, respectfully object and protest the proposed Hells Canyon bill now 
before the Congress for the following reasons: 

1. It is our opinion that to promote an orderly development of Snake River, 
dams should first be built upstream as near the snowmelt level as possible. 

2. To obligate the vast sum of money required to construct Hells Canyon Dam 
to that project, would hamstring other meritorious projects upstream that are 
now on the program for early development. 

3. The State of Idaho is only about half developed insofar as the irrigated 
possibilities are concerned and the future irrigation and water requirement 
therefore would be restricted and impaired by the present bill before Congress. 

4. We feel that the present and future water rights of the State of Idaho 
will be impaired and placed in danger and may be entirely lost, under the present 
Hells Canyon bill, and we feel that the protection of our present and future 
water rights are much more important to the State and Nation than the building 
of any dam. 

Yours very truly, 
THE TreGO DitcH Co., 
By HowArpD PURCELL, 
President and Manager. 








STATEMENT OF IRVING RAND, PORTLAND, OREG. 






















My name is Irving Rand I am a lawyer practicing in Portland. I am 
speaking for myself and am assuming to speak for that segment of the Re- 
publican Party in the State of Oregon, which President Truman once char- 
acterized as Dinosaur Republicans. This segment of the party would probably 
be registered Democratic if the Democratic Party had not departed from the 
principles of Jefferson and Jackson and entered into the bewitching but de- 
luding fields of communal or socialistic thinking advocated by Eugene V. Debs 
and others. 

Having heard most of the statements pro and con concerning S. 1333 now 
before this committee, including the presentation by my fellow attorney, Senator 
Morse, I have concluded that these statements of various witnesses are directed 
not to the particular bill, but to the broader general field of communal ownership 
and management of property. This is the issue, and we may as well face the 
issue rather than disguise it. 

It seems to be a great sin for a private company to manage under license 
from the States of Oregon and Idaho and the United States an electric generat- 
ing plant. The water activating the generator is said to he a natural resource 
belonging to all of the people. So in a sense it is such a natural resource. So 
also are the millions of acres of farmland which are cultivated by private 
enterprise by the members of the Grange and the Farmers Union. If we are 
to be socialistic and property is to be owned and managed in common, let’s first 
start with the greatest and most essential natural resource, the land. 
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Che horrible word, “dividends,” was mentioned this morning by a representa- 
ve of organized labor, as though the absence of dividends made the project 
ler consideration a good project. 
At the same time the same speaker urged industrial development of this 
egion by all kinds of corporations, except those in the power industry, so as 
» make more jobs and less unemployment. To be consistent these corporations 
nvited to come into the region and employ people must be prohibited from 
earning enough to pay their investors dividends. And along this line of argu- 
ent, it is odd that the very people who curse those in the power industry are 
ting on the back two of the richest and best dividend-paying corporations 
he world. I refer to the Aluminum Company of America and the Reynolds 
Metal Co. These 2 concerns now use about a third or more of all the power 
eveloped by all the Government dams on the Columbia River, and they don’t 
re aS many men as a good-sized laundry in the city of Portland, and the net 


f their being here is that the waitresses and teamsters and other ordinary 
folk in Oregon and Washington are being taxed and taxed to subsidize 2 of 
world’s wealthiest corporations—by the giveaway of the taxpayer's electric 


ywer at half of what it is reasonably worth. A little subsidy to a small user of 
ver at the expense of the taxpayer is excusable even in a free enterprise 
system of government, but this giveaway is simply not excusable at all. 
Che horrible example of communal ownership of all the resources of the 
Nation, including land and including powerplants, that is exposed to the world 
Russia and the Communist-dominated nations of Eastern Europe and of 
Asia, Should be enough to convince any legislator who would be fair to the 
American people, that we don’t want any of that totalitarian dictatorship in 
these United States. 


STATEMENT OF RALPH N. REEvES, LEBANON, OREG. 


[am Ralph Reeves, of Lebanon, Oreg., Route 1, Box 51A 

for my neighbors and friends I would like to state that the people I talk to 
re all more interested in securing for the Northwest more power and flood 
mtrol than any other thing. We think Hells Canyon should be left to the 
experts and not as a political issue. If private capital will do for us what is 
eeded we feel the Government should be left out as it will no doubt be done at 

much earlier date, and we think the Governmen should stay out of business 
n favor of free enterprise. 

Our Senators from Oregon are holding up Green Peter and Cougar Dams 
for political reasons—this is coming to be quite an issue in my community—and 

yple are very much incensed at the continued flood damage while our elected 
‘presentatives make political issues of matters that should be out of polities. 


RALPH N. REEVES. 


STATEMENT OF WALTER REESE, BUHL, IDAHO 


BuuL, IpaAno, April 2, 1955. 
SENATE COMMITTEE IN CHARGE OF HELLS CANYON HEARING, BoIsE, IDAHO. 

GENTLEMEN: I have lived and farmed under the Twin Falls South Side Canal 
system since 1911. Own and operate 160-acre farm—160 share water stock. 

As far as being concerned about water rights on my farm I would feel more 
ecure with a Government high dam as Idaho Power’s proposed several low 
iamMs. 

I don’t believe in one outfit monopolizing a whole river. 

Respectfully, 
WALTER REESE. 


STATEMENT OF LOWELL A. ROEMER, LONGVIEW, WASH. 


RoeMER ELECTRIC STEEL FOUNDRY, 
Longview, Wash., April 4, 1955. 
‘RIGATION RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTER, INTERIOR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
United States Senate, Washington. D. C 


GENTLEMEN: My name is Lowell Roemer. I and my two sons operate the 
Roemer Electric Steel Foundry in Longview, Wash. Since a great deal of 
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our business is dependent on an adequate supply of power, we strongly urge 
that the high dam at Hells Canyon be constructed. 

We, of course, are interested in the growth of the Pacific Northwest, mainly 
because, if it grows, we will continue to grow. Our business is private enter- 
prise, with our own money invested, and we believe that Government money in 
the Columbia River development is the best investment the people can make. 
We are also in a vital flood area. The high dam at Hells Canyon will help 
control it. Please urge the construction of the high dam at Hells Canyon. 

Thank you. 

RoEMER ELECTRICAL STEEL FOUNDRY, 
LOWELL A. RoEMER, Owner. 


STATEMENT OF G. E. RUTLEDGE, REPRESENTING PAUL S. BucK, CHAIRMAN, KLAMATH 
CoUNTY DEMOCRATIC CENTRAL COMMITTEI 


My name is G. E. Rutledge. I am representing Paul S. Buck, chairman of 
the Klamath County Democratic Central Committee 

I have been asked to express to the committee the wholehearted support of the 
Democratic Party of Klamath County for Senate bill 1333. 

We urge the committee to report favorable on this legislation and to do every 
thing possible to hasten its passage by Congress 


CORVALLIS, OREG. 
SENATE INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 


DeAR Strs: We wish to register our opposition to the Morse bill for the Federal 
development of Hells Canyon project and dam. We believe that the partnership 
program of the development of natural resources as proposed by President Dwight 
D. Eisenhower is the most advantageous to all citizens unless the development 
can be accomplished by private enterprise. 

We believe in less rather than more monopoly by the Federal Government. 

Respectfully yours, 
(Mrs.) BeEesste D, SAMUELSON. 
Lioyp G. SAMUELSON. 































STATEMENT OF Louis L. SCHARF, CHAIRMAN, NATIONAL ELECTRIC CONTRACTORS 
ASSOCIATION, COWLITZ COUNTY CHAPTER, WEST KELSO, WASH. 





ScuHarr ELectric, 

WeEsT KELSO, WASH., April 4, 1955. 

The IRRIGATION RECLAMATION SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 


GENTLEMEN : The members of the Cowlitz County Chapter of the National Elec- 
trical Contractors Association of course are very vitally interested in the devel 
opment of an adequate power supply here in the Pacific Northwest. We are all, 
of course, engaged in private enterprise with our own private capital. The Fed 
eral development of the Columbia River has been the biggest help we have ever 
had and since the revenues are paying back the capital investment plus interest, 
we do not feel like we are being subsidized. However, since there is a large in- 
vestment of Federal money downstream from Hells Canyon that would also bene- 
fit to the ultimate extent of some half million kilowatts and since Cowlitz County 
is an area that is subject to flooding, we strongly urge that the high dam at Hells 
Canyon be constructed. We know it will be the cause of the creation of about 
50,000 new jobs in the Pacific Northwest and that is fine but most of all we are 
interested in our own bread and butter and to keep that we must have an adequate 
power supply. 

We sincerely hope you do not allow our resources to be destroyed. 

Louis L. SCHARF, 
Chairman, National Electrical Contractors Association, 
Cowlitz County Chapter. 
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STATEMENT OF JESSE E. SEIBER, CASTLEFORD, IDAHO 


CASTLEFORD, IDAHO, April 2, 19 
SENATE INTERIOR COM MITTEE, 
GENTLEMEN: I am the owner of 40 acres of farmland near Castleford I 
hold 25 shares in the Twin Falls Canal Co. system. Am a firm supporter of 
he Hells Canyon project as proposed by the Govern nt. as do not believe in 


monopoly by private companies, and feel our water rights less in jeopardy by 
Government than by Idaho Powe1 
Sincerely, 


JESSE E. SEIBER 


STATEMENT OF Kurt H. SIECKI 


I am a professional engineer. I believe that matters involving 
rigation, and other features of water-resource development are technical mat 


J 


ters. Should not such matters be determined by tech thly ined men rathe 
than become a political issue? 

It is very disturbing to engineers that the orderly procedure whit should 
govern the investigation of data, the determination of facts and presentation 


of conclusions is being disrupted by political interests The basic facts are 
very simple but they are beclouded by emotional appeals, misrepresentatio! 
and actual falsehood. 

Being an engineer, disagreement on fundamentals is particularly regrettable 
to me because such controversies do not contribute to public confidence in thi 
engineering profession. Some people would have us believe that the correct 
answer to the questions which have been raised is largely a matter of opini 
Such a conclusion is utter nonsense. 

Starting with the same data, all competent engineers will get the same an- 
swers. ‘The difference lies in the data Let us take the matter of primary 
power, I have here records of monthly streamflow for the Snake River from 
1929. 1929 is a very recent year compared to some records, but these records 
nevertheless include very dry years in 1931 and 1934. They are significant be- 
cause such dry conditions may be repeated. 

Engineers have methods of adjusting such records and projecting them on 
the basis of probabilities. An important feature of probabilities is that they 
may be misleading particularly when based upon a limited amount of data 
The extraordinary differences in Hells Canyon planning arise from the use 
of these assumed probabilities. 

The issue to be determined by your committee is [ believe whether a single 
high dam constitutes the best means of developing the Snake River or whether 
a series of dams which fully utilize the availavle head is preferable. The ques 
tion of private or public development is totally extraneous. The correct answer 
would be the same for each. 

Whether dams are built at Brownlee, Oxbow, and Hells Canyon or whether a 
single high dam would be built at Hells Canyon site, all available fall or head 
will be used, with the better utilization at low-water periods in favor of the 
three-dam proposal. Therefore, the only differences will arise from the use of 
stored water to augment low-water flow. 

Certain people have recommended 4,400,000 acre-feet of total storage of which 
3,880,000 acre-feet would be active. An acre-foot is the quantity of water 
which will cover an acre to a depth of 1 foot. On this basis and the use of an 
entirely fictitious streamflow arrived at from assumed probabilities, they claim 
a prime generating capacity of 690,000 kilowatts. 

But how can the actual records of 1931 and 1934 be ignored? If they are 
used, the maximum prime power in the Snake River without storage is only 
300,000 kilowatts. Also, if all flow in excess of this amount were stored and 
released through the turbines at low-water periods, the maximum prime powe1 
is about 500,000 kilowatts. Then why install 900,000 kilowatts capacity? This 
indicates uneconomical utilization of capacity. 

The supplemental benefits ascribed to a high Hells Canyon Dam are just as 
questionable. The Clearwater and the Salmon Rivers flow into the Snake below 
Hells Canyon. These two rivers contributed three-fourths of the Snake River 
discharge into the Columbia in the 1948 flood. A dam in Hells Canyon would 
have been comparatively ineffective. 
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Its proponents state that release of water from Hells Canyon storage is essen- 
tial to an increase in downstream power generation at other dams by 570,000 
kilowatts. No doubt there would be an increase from this location, but the 
downstream power benefits will not be dependable year in and year out. Dams 
at other locations will therefore make greater contributions to the system. 

As to recreation, just imagine the effect upon bathing beaches, shoreline build- 
ings, and parks of more than 200 feet change in water level. This is approxi 
mately the height of the United States Capitol to the top of the dome. Even if 
recreation facilities were mounted upon floats, that’s a lot of feet. 


Now, how much will the several projects cost? The Bureau of Reclamation 
has estimated that its high dam will cost $370 million and you can safely bet 
that it will not be less. This is a cost of more than $400 per installed kilowatt. 


On the other hand, Morrison Knudson propose to build the 8 dams for the Idaho 
Power Co. for $133 million to $170 per installed kilowatt. Even if Morrison 
Knudsen do not know how to estimate, this is a great deal less than the Gov 
ernment figure. 

These are the reasons that people who are not interested in the public and 
private power issue oppose a high Hells Canyon Dam. 





STATEMENT OF T. M. SnNypDER, ALBANY, OREG. 





Bee Hive Truck Renta Co. U-Drive or NorrTHwEsTtT, 

Albany, Oreg. 
Subject: Federal construction of hydroelectric facilities on the Snake River. 
To the United States Senate Insular and Interior Affairs Committee. 

GENTLEMEN: It is my firm opinion that the United States Federal Government 
should not construct a high dam on the Snake River. 

I have two main objections: 

1, The time element. We need power now. The Federal high dam will take 
at least 10 years to construct. The alternate three smaller dams can be built 
and in operation on the line in less than 3 years. To me, in view of the need, 
the alternate can be the only answer. 

2. The cost—or cost of power as produced. The alternate units. Three small 
dams can produce power 21% times lower than the Federal high dam, Original 
cost—less—cost of power less. Again the alternate three small dams are the 
answer. 

T. M. SNYDER. 
STATEMENT OF J. L. SOULE, BAKER, OREG. 





Statement made by J. L. Soule, of Baker, Oreg., at Portland, Oreg., 5th April 
1955, at a hearing before a subcommittee of the Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs on Senate bill 1333. 

When I first arrived in Baker on 4th of July 1912, and got off the train in the 
midst of a snowstorm, I was told that the Great Oxbow Electric plant was a 
sure thing. A copy of the Morning Democrat dated Noy. 2, 1906, had a very 
interesting and convincing article reporting the prophecy by the engineer for 
the group who were the predecessors of Idaho Power Co. (A photostat of the 
article with a typed copy is submitted as (the basis for my story.) 

From that date to about the 1st of July 1937, there was not 1 minute when the 
owners of the Oxbow needed any authority other than that which permitted the 
driving of the tunnel at Oxbow to erect a high dam, 3 dams or 5 dams at any 
point in the Snake River between the mouth of Weiser River and the mouth of 
Clearwater. 

Since that time it appears that entire energy and funds of the Idaho Power 
Co. have been devoted to the defeat of any move to erect a dam at Hells Canyon. 

Apparently the accountants for Idaho Power have not discovered that the 
several utilities in the areas served by Grand Coulee and Bonneville are making 
more profit on the kilowatts bought from those dams than they are on those 
produced by their own dams and fuel activated plants. 

If dispersion of industry is desirable, there is no part of the United States 
that more readily proves it than in the wide open spaces in southwestern Idaho 
and eastern Oregon. 

Growth of population can only come from the bringing in of industry. 

Industry will only come where and when it has assurance of adequate, 
economical power available. 

It will never be available until Hells Canyon Dam is built. 
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It will never be available if we must wait the day in the future that meet 
the test set up by a spokesman for Idaho Power who told the Federal Power Com 
mission at the Washington hearing that when industry is ready to use power, 
we will get ready to supply it. 

That is putting the cart before the horse. Where the power i industry 
will go and bring people with it. 


BACKGROUND 


Being the son of two railroad agents (father was general agent and mother. 
ticket agent) and an employee myself most of the time until I opened a public 
accounting office in Baker in 1916, I had a firsthand look at the place that the 


( 


so-called) railroad barons played in the political scene 
During my sophomore year in high school, smallpox invaded the freight office 
and father had me take over the desk of the station-car accountant. While the 
job only lasted 6 weeks, it was fruitful both in its immediate effect upon my 
thinking and an experience which taught me much of the value of records 
I enlisted in the Illinois National Guard on my 15th birthday (I was about 
the same physical build as Iam today). I received an appointment to Annapolis 
my 17th birthday and was graduated (7?) for physical disability with a nice 


etter a little over 2 years later. 

In September 1889 I secured a job as car accountant in the Chicro office of 
the Michigan Central. In 1891 I was appointed night chief clerk at ti. - Santa Fe 
yard office. 

In July 1904 I went to Enid, Okla., as auditor of construction for the new lines 
being built for the Santa Fe which included three railroad companies, a town 
site company and a construction company. In 1907, I was transferred to Topeka 

s assistant auditor of disbursements. 

The Interstate Commerce Act having been amended to require the Commis 

on to provide accounting systems for all rail carriers I went to Rapid City, 
S. Dak., to set up books for the rail companies having headquarters in that city 
Later I became auditor of two of the companies, both of them under reconstruc 
tion programs, under receivers. 

In October 1911, | came to New Meadows, Idaho, as consultant to the receiver 
of the Pacific & Idaho Northern. A few days later, a fire in the vault thoroughly 
soaked the records. I was given the task of seeing them well dried and to make 
such copies as were needed being appointed auditor. After an 8-month tour of 
luty in the auditor’s office of the O. R. & N. at Portland, I came to Baker as 
inditor of the Sumpter Valley, which in 25 years’ operation had never kept an: 
woks, although they did have memoranda of receipts and disbursements fron 
hich I evolved a complete set of accounts setting up the costs of constructior 
nd the operations to June 30, 1916 

Since August 1916 I have operated as an individual publie accountant except 
for the period August 1939 through August 1944 during which I was office man 
ger (the civil-service title given to the actual chief accountant) for the trans 


portation contractors for the Maritime Commission. 


Copied from the Morning Democrat, issue of Friday, November 2, 1906] 


Oxnow TUNNEL PROJECT WILL REVOLUTIONIZE EASTERN OREGON IN CONNECTION 
WITH THE SNAKE RIVER LINE 


D. J. Winslow of Poise, Idaho, who is one of the livliest and best known mining 
engineering promoters in the Northwest, passed through here yesterday on his 
way to Iron Dyke and Snake River near which point he is engineering one of 

he greatest power schemes ever planned in the Northwest. 

Not far from the Iron Dyke, the Snake River makes a loop in the shape of an 
ox bow. The river bed is on a steep incline and expert engineers have figured 
out that by building a tunnel across the bow at the neck, immense waterpower 
can be produced for the unlimited and numerous enterprises in mining and manu- 
facturing in this territory. 

Mr. Winslow declines to tell much about the scheme at present, saying that 
within a few days, details of the plan will have been perfected and announcements 
will be ready for the public, which is so largely interested in the successful carry- 
ng out of the enterprise. Enough is known, however, to make the positive state- 
ment that all physical obstacles have been overcome. Surveys have been made, 
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and portions of the profiles and working plans, parts of them originally developed 
by C. A. Mullen, have been put on paper. Not only will there be one tunnel across 
the ox bow but the company has an opportunity of furnishing so much power, 
that it will in all probability, build three parallel tunnels, in order to meet the 
demands. Wire lines will be extended in every direction through the mining 
camps up and down the river and up Powder River, Huntington, Cornucopia, 
Sparta and Goose Creek, and portions of Idaho will be covered. 





STATEMENT BY E. A. SprINGER, GRAND LopGE REPRESENTATIVE, INTERNATIONAL 
ASSOCIATION OF MACHINISTS 


This statement has been authorized in behalf of the organization I represent 
and its more than 60,000 members in the area generally referred to as the 
Columbia River Basin, covering the States of Oregon, Washington, Idaho, and the 
western part of Montana Our membership being employed in a wide variety of 
industries gives us the qualifications to present the viewpoint of our people who 
are directly and indirectly affected by water and power policies in the Columbia 
River Basin 

Prior to World War II the entire Pacific Northwest contained only 34% million 
people, a mere 2% percent of the Nation’s total. Population increase since 1930 
had averaged less than 40,000 a year. 

From an income standpoint the economy of the region was based heavily upop 
the export of raw or semiprocessed materials: lumber, agricultural products, 
fish, and minerals, in particular. During the 1930's the period of rapid growth 
in agriculture and ubering appeared to be approaching an end. More than 
200,000 persons were unemployed; about 1 out of every 6 workers. Of those 
working in 1940, over 20 percent were dependent upon agriculture and food 
processing. Another 12 percent owed their livelihood to forestry and wood prod 
ucts. When the 49 percent working in trades and services were added, this left 
only 19 percent spread among all other means of earning a living. In fact, the 
economy lacked the diversity and balance needed to give it stability and to serve 
as a foundation for further development. 

The biggest handicap to economic development, though, was the lack of low- 
cost energy to attract new industry. Essential to the industrial expansion in any 
region is a source of inexpensive energy capable of being expanded to meet in- 
creasing industrial requirements. The Northwest leaders began looking to the 
new Federal dams for low-cost power priced at rates that would attract many 
kinds of power-using industries. In September 1940, the Bonneville Power Ad- 
ministration sent power flowing to its first industrial customer, Alcoa Aluminum 
in Vancouver, Wash.; 11 months later the Reynolds Metals Co. opened its plant 
at Longview, Wash. In the year 1952, 85,127 persons were employed in all 
sources of the aluminum industries in the Pacific Northwest. The population 
growth of 650,000 persons in the area from 1942 to 1946 is directly attributable 
to low-cost power generated by Federal dams. This 4-year-period growth of 
650,000 persons was nearly as much as the previous 20 years. Most of the 
people were attracted to the Northwest by employment opportunities ; shipbuild- 
ing, aircraft, lumber, paper, and metals. Due to diversity of our work in in- 
dustries, we are directly concerned with water and power policies that affect the 
economy of the region, our members being employed in aircraft, basic aluminum, 
fabrication, and manufacturing of all types, including chemical industries, service 
industries, and transportation. Records will show that in the past 20 years the 
Federal! power and reclamation projects in this area have operated on an efficient 
and practicable basis, with due regard for the laws and appropriations acted upon 
by Congress, 

Our pe~..si0n can best be summarized as follows: 

We support Senate bill 1333, for history has proven that Federal control and 
operation of multipurpose power generating and transmission systems in the 
Columbia River Basin are the most practical and efficient means of coordinating 
such projects. Continued integration of reclamation, flood control, and naviga- 
tion with the above referred-to power operations is essential because such 
integration is a major method by which Federal investment in these wealth- 
creating enterprises can be repaid. 

Continued integrated development, within the framework of the two above 
mentioned points, tends toward maximum development of the greatest natural 
resources in the Northwest for the benefit of the maximum number of people 
while still protecting the interests of national defense. 
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In the interest of recreation, both the Federal high dam and the private 
power dams will no doubt benefit the area as a tourist attraction by giving 
access to the deepest canyon in the Nation, which is not now available. In this 
respect, however, the high Federal dam will have a maximum drawdown of 
289 feet at the site. This will draw the tail end of the dam in by 58 miles, 
leaving unsightly mud banks. On the other hand, 2 of the 3 low dams, Hells 
Canyon and Oxbow, are in the most scenic part of the canyon and will have 
a maximum drawdown of 5 to 10 feet. Brownlee Dam will have a 101-foot 
drawdown, drawing the tail end in by about 13 miles. However, it is my 
understanding that during the summer season of heavy recreational use, the 
banks would remain full and reasonably constant. The Idaho Power Co. will 
construct boat landings and put in adequate fish facilities. It is my belief that 
in the event of a consideration of the Federal high dam such adequate fish 
facilities are almost impossible. 

1 feel that the proponents of Senate bill 1333 are in fact “Federal or nothing” 
objectionists. I believe that little or no consideration is being given to bene- 
fiting the people of Oregon. As a citizen and taxpayer of the State of Oregon 
1 am opposed to the passage of Senate bill 1333. 

I wish to thank this honored committee for the opportunity to express my 
sentiments with regard to Senate bill 1333. 

Respectfully submitted 

Mrs. JAMES H. Stroop. 


STATEMENT OF Ep STORIE, DURKEE, OREG. 


I am a farmer from the Snake River drainage basin of eastern Oregon. 

I am here today to fight for the Snake River, which is your heritage, my heritage, 
and our children’s heritage. We want a high Federal dam at Hells Canyon, 
and we don’t intend to sit idly by and let it be given to a monopoly. 

The Idaho Power Co. will expand and will continue to be guaranteed a profit 
after Hells Canyon is built, as they and all other private utilities adjacent to 
other Federal multipurpose dams have expanded and prospered. If we pro- 
ducers of food were guaranteed a profit and had no concern for the consumer, 
we would not care if it cost $1,000 to raise a steer, of $50 to raise a sack of spuds. 

I am an irrigator of the Snake River Basin. I was at the Boise hearing 
Monday and heard a lot of malarky about the Federal Hells Canyon high dam 
depriving all of us farmers of our water. I don’t see how any thinking person 
could be fooled into believing that a dam storing water during flood stage would 
impair any one’s water right. We, the shovel wielders on this great irrigation 
project are far more worried about what will become of our water rights if the 
Idaho Power Co. gets control of the Snake River. 

I ask you to refer to the order of the license for Project C. J. Strike of the Idaho 
Power Co. 

“(C) (6) The licensee agrees that should the projects works be damaged or 
the power output of the project be reduced by subsequent upstream diversion 
of the waters of Snake River by the United States in connection with its irriga- 
tion and conservation program, then the United States shall have the option, 
in full settlement of any and all claims by the licensee, of paying such damages 
as the licensee shall then be entitled to receive as a matter of law, or of acquiring 
the licensee’s project in the manner provided by the act.” 

Let’s not put ourselves in the position where the farmers and taxpayers have 
to buy this precious water back again. Let’s build the high dam and save the 
river for all of us. 

Ep Storie, 
Master of Baker County Pamona Grange. 


STATEMENT OF EpGAR STORIE, DURKEE, OREG. 


The people I represent have been on record in favor of a high dam in Hells 
Canyon for a long time for the following reasons: 

1. Hells Canyon is the only large dam site near enough to the large phosphate 
deposits in Idaho to make the transportation of power to a processing plant feasi- 
ble. Hells Canyon power would considerably decrease the cost and increase the 
production of phosphate fertilizer for which there will be an ever-increasing 
demand as our population increases. At the rate of population increase in the 
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United States we are not always going to have a surplus of food, and we must 
look to the time when poor and wornout land must be fertilized to produce 
igh food for the future generations. 

2. The proposed Senate bill 1333 protects all present and future water rights, 
especially the farmers, in a broader and better manner than they have been 
protected before. We feel as farmers that there is water for irrigation and power 

t is wisely used, and that a high dam will be to the best interests of everyone 
n the area. 

3. We do not favor the run-of-the-river dams proposed by the Idaho Power Ce 

cause they will only produce maximum power at a time when all the other 
vers in the area are high. They will increase the supply of dump power whe 
ve don’t need it and eliminate all chances of ever building headwater storage 

the only place that it will ever be useful 

t+, We read in the papers that more plants in the Northwest are being shut 
own for lack of power. We contend that the high dam in Hells Canyon would 

ovide two important things: (a) Storage for water to be used in dry periods 

‘high dam and downstream dams: (b) More power at the dam site itself 

We believe that the prosperity of the Northwest is dependent upon jobs and 

mds produced in the Northwest. If whole industries are shut down for lack 

f power, the money lost in wages and goods are a financial blight on the economy 

f the whole Northwest. When payrolls stop, the demand for farmers’ products 

ys. We are all tied together in this area as far as prosperity goes 

>. A great many of the things the farmer buys are produced in the East out 
of raw materials secured from the West. We strongly feel that cheap electricity 

s the means by which new manufacturing plants can be brought to the North 
west Then things that can be profitably manufactured here will be manu- 
factured here to the benefit of all the people of the area 

6. We strongly feel that the Congress of the United States—and not the 
Federal Power Commission or the Secretary of the Interior—should be in con 
trol as to whether the water power and the resources of the Snake and Columbia 

itersheds are turned over to private monopoly or are protected for the full 
benefit of all the people of the Northwest and the Nation. 

7. We also suggest that the private power lobbies be investigated. We do not 
think that it is either right or fair to take money paid for electricity and use it 
to influence legislation that is detrimental to a whole area, or to elect public 

epresentatives who owe political debts to the private power interests that can 
only be paid by voting for legislation favorable to the power companies and 
gainst the best interests of the people of their area, and the Nation as a whole. 
Chis has been evidenced by the Dixon-Yates deal and the Bonneville contracts 
let in the past year. 

We feel that the water resources of this country are among the most valuable 
things we have in the Pacific Northwest. They should be protected by the Con 
gress for all the people of this area. We hope that you will take as your 
responsibility here today the protection of the best interests of all the citizens 
in this area by taking back to Washington, D. C., a true picture of the feelings 
of our people here today. We want a high dam in Hells Canyon. 

In our opinion this is the only way to develop the middle Snake River on a 
asis that makes full use of the stored water for downstream use, the protection 
of industries and payrolls that are dependent on electricity, and the full prote: 
tion of the farmers who are dependent on water for their livelihood. 

We need a high dam in Hells Canyon. 





STATEMENT OF BERTHA W. AND LESTER E. Stutz, CORVALLIS, OREG. 


We are opposed to the high dam over the Snake River, known as the Hells 
Canyon Dam being built by the Federal Government. We believe that the 
Government should only do what cannot be done by private enterprise. We be 
lieve in the President’s idea that the Government should cooperate, but private 
enterprise should do as much as possible. History has plenty of proof that the 
\merican way is better—not too much centralization of power in the Il ederal 
Government. 

We believe that the three smaller dams will provide the service needed and 
for less cost. 
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Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, my name is Lee Wooden, I 
r, living on the same farm I was born on more ft] 7) years ag J 
I n treasurer of the West Oreg elect ( | 
gon Electric Cooperative Association, and represent Oregon on the N 
Klectric Cooperative Association board 
| pear before your committee in support of Senate bill No. 1335 and 
on | e bill, known as the high Hells Car nm Dam Llis The 


the proposed high Hells Canyon Dam would be on the Snake River betwes 
(ore nand Idaho 

The Oregon Rural Electric Cooperative Association is on record by resoh 

rging that the high Hells Canyon Dam he built and operated by the Feder 

( ernment in the same manner as the Bonneville Power Administration ne 

es the Pacific Northwest region by the existing grid system, so that the 


test number of people may receive the maximum benefit at the lowest pos 


The more than 30,000 members of Oregon’s 15 REA-financed cooperative 
elieve that the natural resources of the Nation belong to all the people and should 
i developed by the Federal Government so that the maximum number of people 
share in the vast benefits, and that private monopoly should not be per 
ted to control that which rightly belongs to the people. Such control would 
the public millions of dollars and would continue for all time 


Individual letters were received from the follow Ing persons :) 


Glass, Alexia, 915 South 10th Street, Corvallis, Oreg. 
Krane, Reinhold, 140 Orvyhee Avenue, Nampia, Idaho. 
Larson, Mrs. A. G., Hotel Benton, Corvallis, Oreg. 
Nielson, Mr. and Mrs. E. F., Wendell, Idaho. 

Nielson, Mr. and Mrs. Ivan, Route 2, Wendell, Idaho 

Ogsbury, Mr. and Mrs., 711 Washington Street, Boise, Idaho. 
Shore, Grace, 1462 Jackson Street, Corvallis, Oreg. 

Sutton, Bessie, 260 Kings Road, Corvallis, Oreg. 

Williams, Wallace D., 3160 Fillmore, Corvallis, Oreg 
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TEXT OF PETITION OF MEMBERS OF LoDGE No. 1720, I. A. or M. AND EMPLOYEES OF 
NAVAL ORDNANCE PLANT, POCATELLO, IDAHO—112 SIGNATURES 


We, the undersigned, join with labor, the farmer and the people of Idaho in 
supporting the building of a Federal high dam at Hells Canyon. That the State 
may progress economically, from increased industrial expansion and greater use 
of Idaho’s arid wastelands for agricultural purposes with the availability of 
more and cheaper power for pumping and factory use. 


TEx? OF PETITION FILED BY NATIONAL FARMERS UNION, SODA SPRINGS, IDAHO AND 
GRACE, IDAHO—51 SIGNATURES 


To Whom It May Concern: 

We, the undersigned, do hereby respectfully petition you to speak in our behalf, 
and represent us aS we may indicate by individual choice regarding the Hells 
Canyon Federal dam. We have met as a group of farmers and have made the 
choice as to our individual thinking. 


Text oF PeTITION FILED BY NATIONAL HELLS CANYON ASSOCIATION—OVER 
70,000 SIGNATURES OF CITIZENS IN Paciric NORTHWEST 


A PETITION 


To the Congress of the United States: 

We, the undersigned citizens of the United States, believing that construction 
of a high dam at Hells Canyon on the Snake River between Idaho and Oregon 
will assure maximum comprehensive multipurpose development of the middle 
Snake, and will contribute materially to the economic growth of the region and 
the national economy and security, do respectfully petition that Senate bill 1333, 
authorizing a Federal multiple-purpose high dam at Hells Canyon, be passed by 
the Congress. 


RESOLUTION No. 190, CENTRAL LINCOLN PEOPLE'S UTILITY DISTRICT, OREGON 


Whereas the Central Lincoln People’s Utility District has the responsibility of 
providing electric service to approximately 45,000 people in western Lincoln, 
Lane, Douglas, and Coos Counties along the Oregon coast; and 

Whereas the power demands of the district’s service area during the past 10 
years have increased more than tenfold and the present demands are expected 
to triple in the next 10 years; and 

Whereas the demands for increased power supplies are general throughout the 
Pacifie Northwest; and 

Whereas the economic development of the Pacific Northwest will inure to 
the benefit of the entire Nation; and 

Whereas the full potential economic development of the district’s service area 
and the Pacific Northwest is dependent upon a continuing, abundant, low-cost 
power supply; and 

Whereas full development of the hydroelectric power potentials of the North- 
west are a requisite for a continuing adequate power supply in the area; and 

Whereas a Federal high Hells Canyon Dam on the Snake River between Idaho 
and Oregon is essential for full development of the power potentials of the Snake 
and Columbia rivers: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Central Lincoln People’s Utility District, a municipal corpora- 
tion of the State of Oregon, That the district go on record as favoring the con- 
struction by the Federal Government of the Hells Canyon Dam on the Snake 
River between Idaho and Oregon as proposed by Senate bill 1333; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That the district’s position on Senate bill 1333 be made known to 
the joint Senate and House Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, the con- 
gressional delegations of the Pacific Northwest States, and other members of 
the 84th Congress, Ist session. 

Adopted this 29th day of March 1955. 

[SEAL] MILLARD MartTIN, President. 
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RESOLUTION OF CHARTER OAK GRANGE NO. 582, WASHINGTON 


Whereas the development of the Columbia River depends a great deal on a 
continued steady flow of the river to keep the present dams in full production; 
and 

Whereas only a high dam with a great water reservoir can accomplish this ; and 

Whereas one high dam in Hells Canyon can produce considerably more power 
than three small dams; and 

Whereas the high dam would be a large factor in flood control on the lower 
Columbia ; and 

Whereas dams of this type are a moneymaking investment for the Federal 
Government instead of an expense to the taxpayer as is so often stated: There- 
fore be it 

Resolwed by Charter Oak Grange No. 582, That the FPC be respectfully re 
quired to endorse a high Federal dam in Hells Canyon. 

[SEAL] H. E. NIssen, Master. 

NorMA G. NISSEN, 
Secretary. 


Endorsed by Charter Oak Grange at its regular meeting on April 1, 1955. 


RESOLUTION OF THE DIRECTORS OF THE CLARK COUNTY DAIRYMEN’S COOPERATIVE, 
BATTLE GROUND, WASH. 
APRIL 5, 1955. 

We, the directors of the Clark County Dairymen’s Cooperative with a member- 
ship of 1,658 members, wish to direct the following resolution to the Irrigation 
and Reclamation Subcommittee of the United States Senate: Be it 

Resolved, That the Federal development of the Columbia River has been under 
repeated attack for the past 25 years; and be it further 

Resolwed, That such attacks have through the years proven to be unfounded 
and that a ready sale for all power developed has been found at a price that will 
return the entire investment, together with interest, to the Federal Government 
within a reasonable number of years. 

Because of the great influence for good in this community resulting from 
Federal power development, we of the board of directors respectfully affix our 
names and urge favorable consideration of the high dam at Hells Canyon. 

ALFRED F’. WULF. 
EpGAr WERBBERLEY. 
ALTON JOHNSON. 

G. G. PITTMAN. 
KARL RITZAU. 
FRANK J. ERICKSON. 
ALEX SCHWARTZ. 


RESOLUTION OF GALE GRANGE No. 282, Forest Grove, OrEG. 


RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF A HIGH FEDERAL DAM AT HELLS CANYON ON THE 
SNAKE RIVER 


Whereas we, the members of Gale Grange, No. 282, in regular session assembled 
this 24 day of April 1955, have considered the problems and believe that con- 
struction of a high dam at Hells Canyon on the Snake River will contribute mate- 
rially to the economic growth of the region and to the economy and security of 
the Nation : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That Gale Grange go on record as favoring Senate bill No. 1333, and 
that a copy of this resolution be sent to Senator James E. Murray, chairman of 
the Senate Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, and to Congresswoman Gracie 
Pfost and that a copy be furnished Kay Meriwether, executive secretary, Hells 
Canyon Dam Association, 1135 Southeast Salmon Street, Portland 14, Oreg. 

GALE GRANGE RESOLUTIONS COMMITTEE, 
Henry A. Tays, Dilley, Oreg. 

MELVINA CARVER, Master. 

Netuie M. RicHMonp, Secretary. 





v short 
ted needed 


35, according 


power for 


the Idaho Power 


producing power! 


at $429 


apacity and 


33 million o1 


evi occasions has ne passed the necessary 


op 1 
proposed Hells Canyon Dam; and 
ed thei ill ness and shown their 


e, Oxbow, and low Hells Canyon projects 


upon approval of the Federal Power Com 


Therefore be it 
amber of Commerce, voice our objections 


Canyon Dam iosed by Senate bi 


Ss OWARD DAVIS 
[ERBERT L. SCHMID1 
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W.S. Poo. 


ESOLUTION UPPORTING NSTR ION FE [ELI CANYON DAM 


Whereas there is now before Congress of the United States, both in the Senate 
and House. a bill known as Senate bill 1333. introduced by Senator Wayne Morse 
of Oregon and 29 other Senators representing 20 States ; and 

Whereas this bill provides for the construction of a multiple purpose dam 
rather than the construction of the smaller dams as proposed by the Idaho 
Power Co.; and 

Whereas the construction of Hells Canyon Dam will not only provide employ 
ment during its construction but will be an asset to the economic future of Oregon, 
Washington, Idaho, and Montana, and essential to the defense strength and eco 
nomie expansion and stability of the Nation: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the delegates to the second quarterly meeting of Iron Workers 
Northwest District Council go on record supporting construction of Hells Canyon 
Dam, and passage of Senate bill 1333. 

Submitted by Iron Workers Local 29 (John O'Neill, Carl Johnson, 
Henry Sinner and Local Unions Affiliated With the District Coun 
ceil); (Local 505, Tom E. Day; Local 86, Claude Jackson: Local 
506, Earl L. Lawrence; Local 14, Howard A. Turner; Local 511, 
Mickey H. Melaas; Loca] 114, Einar Nelson; Local 581; Arthur J 
Ruebenson; Local 516, Homer I. Park; Local 598,. Kenneth 
Frazier ). 


RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE GRANGE, No. 985, OROVILLE, WASH. 
Whereas we believe that the construction of the high dam at Hells Canyon is 


essential to the full development of the power resources of the Pacific Northwest ; 
and 
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Whereas the electricity generated at Hells Canyon, and the buildup 
wer dams, will be much more than any other proposed plan; and 
Whereas cheap electricity is needed to develop the great phosphorus dep 
more and more, in the growing of farm 


~ 


Idaho for fertilizer that is used, 

ops: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by Union County Pomona Grange this 26th day of 
regular session, That we ask our Senators and Representatives in Congress t 
pass 8. 13338 as soon as possible and to appropriate funds to stat 


Varceh 1955. in 


} 


support and 


the same 


I HENRY WEATHERSPOON, 
Vast 


LAURIA E. BATES, 


AT 








ADDITIONAL DATA 








HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 


ake.” Nonetheless le recomn 
the Idaho Power Co, has filed 


indings that, despite the impeding ] 
there would not be a market for the k 
because of the high rates at which the company 
effect of the decision would be to knock out halt 
Idaho Power Co.'s three-dam plat which nm itse 
mately one-half the generating capacity of the pre 
rge, as does the Oregonian, that the May 6 exam 
1 


kindest regards 


Ss neerely. 


atement to say that a n by Will 
the Federal Powe iiss i the 
imming the middle Snake I ) ip more 
This observation is parti« i 
of Oregon. 
‘r petitioned for licenses t ams in the He 
Snake These were oppo in ; y r-long hearing by the Na 
Association, organized f ht for : ngle, high multiple-pury 


era B 


I 
} 
i 


am in the same part of the river, » b { y the Fe 
Re amMatLotl 
Mr. Costello denied—without prejudi { later application 
of-the-river il i the Hells Canyon and xDow sites 
pplication- fer a 395-foot dam at Brownlee » farthest upstream 
Brownlee would have 1 million acre-feet torage, initial 
160,400 kilowatts and ultimate installation of 540,000. kilow: 
iverage at-site production is listed by tl ‘KE about 
which about 221,000 kilowatts would be f 
The Brownlee Dam would be anchored on land owt! 
a navigable stream subject to Federal permit (ne 
other in Oregon, 
In denying the requests for low Hells Canyon and 


Costello observed that o1 lV Brownlee would provide d 
flood-control benefits Such benefits have been listed 





1364 HELLS CANYON PROJECT, IDAHO-OREGON 


ment of power at potential lower Snake and existing and potential Columbia 
River Federal dams, as major arguments for a high Hells Canyon Dam. 

But the central reason given for not approving the three-dam plan in its en- 
tirety was that it would produce more energy than Idaho Power Co. could use 
in its own system in the foreseeable future and that the excess power would 
be so costly that it could not be marketed in the low-cost power areas of the 
rest of the Northwest. Hence, he chose Brownlee, the costliest of the three, to 
comply with the Federal Power Act granting prior consideration to compre- 
hensive development. In doing so, Mr. Costello drew a distinction between 
“comprehensive” and “full” development, which probably will be challenged. 

\ third consideration was that if Idaho Power Co. were not permitted to meet 
its needs by hydro construction, it would have to build thermal generating units. 
Mr. Costello, relying on FPC staff estimates and adding costs omitted by Idaho 
Power, set down the comparative unit at-market costs of power in this manner: 
Three dams, 6.69 mills per kilowatt-hour ; Brownlee alone, 7.6 mills; steam-elec- 
tric power, 8.71 mills. 

Now, a great deal of the support for Idaho Power company’s three-dam pro- 
posal which has arisen outside that company’s service area has been based on this 
argument: That there is little, if any prospect of congressional authorization and 
appropriations for a half-billion dollar Federal dam; that even if there were such 
prospect, the lapse of time before completion would be 10 years or more; that, in 
the meantime, Idaho Power could build three smaller dams in jig time; and that, 
therefore, there would be a surplus of energy for sale in the entire, shortage- 
faced Northwest. 

3ut Mr. Costello’s finding is that Oregon and Washington, prospering on low- 
cost power paced by the 2-mill Federal system, would not buy power even at cost, 
6.69 mills, of the three-dam project. If it could be sold at all, it would have to be 
sold below cost. In that event, Idaho and eastern Oregon customers would have 
to pay more than they should to make up the difference—and Idaho and Oregon 
public utility commissioners never would permit that. 

President Tom Roach of Idaho Power based his case on an estimate of an at- 
site production cost for the three-dam project of between 4 and 5 mills, and the 
belief that he could market the excess through the Northwest power pool for not 
to exceed 5 mills. But Mr. Costello added 1 mill for transmission and pointed 
out that Idaho Power produced no contracts or agreements to justify such sales 
Claim. Expert witnesses were widely at variance on costs of the dams. 

But if Examiner Costello is right, and if his decision is upheld by FPC, Oregon 
now is confronted by a situation comparable to that which led Gov. Paul Patter- 
son to object to a provision in the Federal Hells Canyon Dam bill now in Con- 
gress. The Governor could see little gain for Oregon in reservation of 500,000 
kilowatts of at-site power from a high dam to the State of Idaho. Under Mr. 
Costello’s decision, alk the power from Brownlee Dam would go into Idaho Pow- 
er’s service area, which includes a fringe of eastern Oregon but is mostly in 
Idaho. 

Another question arises. If Examiner Costello is realistic in his cost estimates 
for Brownlee and the three-dam proposal, what will the costs be of two other 
private-power dams for which the FPC has granted preliminary permits? These 
are the Mountain Sheep and Pleasant Valley Dams, below Brownlee. The North- 
west Power Co., composed of four private utilities including Portland General 
Electric and Pacific Power & Light, hopes to obtain around a million kilowatts 
from these projects. 

If anything, these dams would be somewhat more expensive to build than 
Brownlee, due to more difficulty accessibility in the Snake Canyon, though they 
are comparable otherwise. ‘Would power from them be 6.69-mill or 7.6-mill 
power, also? And how would that fit into the 2-mill rate structure brought 
about by public power development in the Northwest? 

In other portions of his decision, Examiner Costello concedes the rate ad- 
vantage and greater downstream power increment, flood control, and navigation 
benefits to a high Hells Canyon Dam. But the award goes to high-cost Brownlee 
on the basis of Idaho Power Co.’s need to meet its load demand, without going 
into steam-electric power. A part, perhaps a major part, of his decision is 
frankly based on his belief that Congress will not approve the Hells Canyon Dam 
bill—a speculative venture which seems to be no proper part of the record. 

If the Hells Canyon bill had no chance in Congress before, Mr. Costello’s 
findings may change some congressional minds—if the Members are hardy 
enough to read the extremely fine print of the official decision. It is our view 
that the Costello decision is unsatisfactory and should be carefully reviewed 
by Congress as well as the Federal Power Commission. 
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SUPPLEMENTAL LIsT OF ORGANIZATIONS SUPPORTING §. 1333, HELLS CANYON BILL 


United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America: Local Union No. 
8028, Council, Idaho; Local Union No. 609, Idaho Falls, Idaho. 

Thurston County Democratic Central Committee, Olympia, Wash. 

Plaza Grange No. 888, Plaza, Wash. 

Southeastern Arizona District Council of Carpenters, Tuscon, Ariz. 

Arkansas State Council of Carpenters, Pine Bluff, Ark. 
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